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A 

Abbott 

Richard  G. 

1001 

F.6-1 

Adams 

Pam 

1002 

F.6-3 

Adler 

Martin 

1003 

F.6-4 

Adler 

Martin 

1004 

F.6-5 

Adler 

Diane 

1005 

F.6-6 

Adler 

Diane 

1006 

F.6-7 

Aguiar 

Sean  F. 

1007 

F.6-8 

Ahten 

Nichole 

1008 

F.6-10 

Akkad 

Patricia 

1009 

F.6-12 

Allen 

Steve 

1010 

F.6-14 

Allen 

Rikki 

1011 

F.6-15 

Allen 

Paul 

1012 

F.6-18 

Alziebler 

Suzanne 

1013 

F.6-19 

Alzola 

Michael 

1014 

F.6-20 

Anderson 

Leslie 

1015 

F.6-22 

Andrews 

Stacy 

1016 

F.6-23 

Angelastro 

Sam 

1017 

F.6-26 

Anthony 

Brian 

1018 

F.6-28 

Anthony 

Kim 

1019 

F.6-30 

Anthony 

Christine 

1020 

F.6-32 

Aquaro 

Theodore 

1021 

F.6-33 

Araiza 

Julia 

1022 

F.6-35 

Arias 

Jose 

1023 

F.6-36 

Arias 

Olga 

1024 

F.6-38 

Arias  Jr. 

Jose 

1025 

F.6-40 

Armas 

Isidoro 

1026 

F.6-42 

Armas 

Maria 

1027 

F.6-44 

Armas 

Edgar 

1028 

F.6-46 

Arndt 

Cynthia 

1029 

F.6-48 

Arndt 

Brooklyn 

1030 

F.6-50 

Arndt 

Bryan 

1031 

F.6-52 

Ausherman 

Christi 

1032 

F.6-54 

Axelsen 

Kaarin 

1033 

F.6-55 

Ayer 

Susan 

1034 

F.6-59 

Ayer 

Jacki 

1035 

F.6-61 

Ayer 

Jacki 

1036 

F.6-91 

Ayer 

Jacki 

1037 

F.6-93 

Ayer 

Jacki 

1038 

F.6-99 

B 

Bachmann 

Kristen 

1039 

F. 6-128 

Baker 

Rose 

1040 

F. 6-129 

Baker 

Ernie 

1041 

F. 6-130 

Baker 

Elizabeth 

1042 

F. 6-131 

Baker 

Joy 

1043 

F.6-1 32 

Baldwin 

Eve 

1044 

F. 6-133 

Ball 

John 

1045 

F.6-1 34 

Baral 

David 

1046 

F. 6-135 

Barnes 

Nani 

1047 

F. 6-136 

Barolet 

Jean 

1048 

F. 6-138 

Barron 

David 

1049 

F. 6-140 

Bartlett 

Jorge  and  Margaret 

1050 

F. 6-141 

Bartolotto 

Carole 

1051 

F. 6-144 

Basail 

Carlo 

1052 

F. 6-145 

Basail 

Carlo 

1053 

F. 6-148 

Baughman 

Steven  L. 

1054 

F.6-1 50 
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Baughman 

Steven  L. 

1055 

F. 6-151 

Bayerkohler 

Darwin 

1056 

F. 6-1 52 

Beckett 

Debbie 

1057 

F. 6-1 54 

Beckett 

Debbie 

1058 

F. 6-1 55 

Beckmann 

Patricia 

1059 

F. 6-1 56 

Beeson 

Margie 

1060 

F. 6-157 

Benedict 

Gregory 

1061 

F. 6-1 58 

Benitez 

Michelle 

1062 

F. 6-160 

Bennett 

Lynn 

1063 

F. 6-162 

Bernards 

Michael  G. 

1064 

F. 6-1 64 

Besch 

Susan 

1065 

F. 6-166 

Beth 

Mary 

1066 

F. 6-168 

Betts 

Joyce  M. 

1067 

F. 6-169 

Betts 

Byron  E. 

1068 

F. 6-175 

Betzer  Pharis 

Cindy 

1069 

F. 6-181 

Bieber 

Janet 

1070 

F. 6-1 82 

Bieile 

Carol  Kay 

1071 

F. 6-1 84 

Bishop 

Kathy 

1072 

F. 6-186 

Black 

Dorothy 

1073 

F. 6-187 

Blake 

Clare 

1074 

F. 6-188 

Blake 

Kat 

1075 

F. 6-190 

Blessington-Padilla 

Martha 

1076 

F. 6-1 92 

Bleth 

Jacquie 

1077 

F. 6-1 94 

Blondia 

Amarilla 

1078 

F. 6-196 

Bloom 

Cindy 

1079 

F. 6-198 

Bloom 

Cindy 

1080 

F. 6-200 

Blowey 

Donna 

1081 

F. 6-204 

Bogage 

Joshua 

1082 

F. 6-206 

Bogosian 

Marguerite 

1083 

F. 6-208 

Boone 

Dianna 

1084 

F. 6-210 

Borman 

Cile 

1085 

F.6-211 

Bosch 

Anton  and  Ina 

1086 

F. 6-213 

Boudreaux 

Steven 

1087 

F. 6-215 

Bowers 

Loren 

1088 

F. 6-216 

Boyles 

Steve 

1089 

F. 6-219 

Braddock 

Sandra 

1090 

F. 6-228 

Bradford 

Audrey 

1091 

F. 6-229 

Bragg 

William 

1092 

F. 6-231 

Bragger 

Sherry  D. 

1093 

F. 6-234 

Brannian 

Teryann 

1094 

F. 6-235 

Brett 

Michele 

1095 

F. 6-239 

Bricker 

Sharon  M. 

1096 

F. 6-240 

Briones 

Reynaldo 

1097 

F. 6-243 

Bronner 

Fritz 

1098 

F. 6-248 

Brooks 

Susie 

1099 

F. 6-249 

Brown 

Elaine 

1100 

F. 6-251 

Brown 

Gail 

1101 

F. 6-254 

Brown 

Jan 

1102 

F. 6-256 

Browne 

Tom 

1103 

F. 6-258 

Bumford 

Diane 

1104 

F. 6-259 

Burrell 

Carrie 

1105 

F. 6-260 

Burton 

Debbie 

1106 

F. 6-262 

Busch 

Art 

1107 

F. 6-263 

Buttrey 

Kenneth 

1108 

F. 6-265 

Byrd 

Joan  Carol 

1109 

F. 6-266 

Byrd 

Jerry  and  Marisa 

1110 

F. 6-269 
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C 

Cahill 

Susan 

mi 

F. 6-270 

Caiozzo 

Camille 

1112 

F. 6-271 

Caldwell 

Carla  and  Shawn 

1113 

F. 6-273 

Calhoun 

Wendy 

1114 

F. 6-274 

Camacho 

Maryley 

1115 

F. 6-276 

Campanella  Jauron 

Linda 

1116 

F. 6-277 

Campbell 

Mark 

1117 

F. 6-278 

Carlson 

Julianne  and  Larry 

1118 

F. 6-279 

Carlson 

Gail 

1119 

F. 6-280 

Carruthers 

Caryn 

1120 

F. 6-281 

Case 

Ramie 

1121 

F. 6-283 

Cass 

Jehiel  W. 

1122 

F. 6-285 

Castro 

Allen 

1123 

F. 6-287 

Castro 

AllenLori 

1124 

F. 6-290 

Castro 

Lourdes 

1125 

F. 6-293 

Ceril 

Rick 

1126 

F. 6-296 

Chambers 

Cassandra 

1127 

F. 6-297 

Champion 

John  C 

1128 

F. 6-298 

Chance 

Wendy 

1129 

F. 6-300 

Cheney 

Tracy 

1130 

F. 6-301 

Cherry 

Jaye 

1131 

F. 6-303 

Child 

Cheryl 

1132 

F. 6-304 

Childress 

Frank  L 

1133 

F. 6-305 

Chum 

Rikki 

1134 

F. 6-307 

Clark 

Sid 

1135 

F. 6-308 

Clark 

Renee 

1136 

F. 6-310 

Clarke 

Darrell 

1137 

F. 6-312 

Clemens 

Kim 

1138 

F. 6-313 

Clevenger 

William 

1139 

F. 6-315 

Cobb 

Heidi 

1140 

F. 6-316 

Coen 

Dawn 

1141 

F. 6-318 

Coleman 

Robin 

1142 

F. 6-319 

Coleman 

Tracy 

1143 

F. 6-321 

Coif 

Victoria 

1144 

F. 6-322 

Comacho 

Maria 

1145 

F. 6-323 

Cooper 

Beau 

1146 

F. 6-324 

Coppedge 

David 

1147 

F. 6-325 

Cornejo 

Steven 

1148 

F. 6-326 

Costan 

Thomas  and  Tracy 

1149 

F. 6-328 

Crawly 

Lavina  &  Michael 

1150 

F. 6-359 

Creekpaum 

Christine 

1151 

F. 6-363 

Cremin 

Steve 

1152 

F. 6-365 

Cremin 

Marla 

1153 

F. 6-366 

Crossan 

Robert  D 

1154 

F. 6-367 

Crowther 

Rich 

1155 

F. 6-369 

Cruz 

Gina 

1156 

F. 6-370 

Cummings 

Linda 

1157 

F. 6-372 

Cunningham 

Jan  &  Skip 

1158 

F. 6-373 

Cunningham 

Alisa 

1159 

F. 6-375 

D 

Danielian 

Akabi 

1160 

F. 6-377 

Daniels 

Eileen 

1161 

F. 6-378 

Daurney 

Cindy 

1162 

F. 6-379 

Daves 

Karen 

1163 

F. 6-381 

David 

Lynn 

1164 

F. 6-383 
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Davis 

Beverly 

1165 

F. 6-384 

Dayen 

Katherine 

1166 

F. 6-386 

Dayen 

Lois 

1167 

F. 6-388 

Decker 

Kelly 

1168 

F. 6-390 

Delson 

Don 

1169 

F. 6-393 

Delson 

Kathy 

1170 

F. 6-395 

DeMartelaere 

Merle 

1171 

F. 6-397 

Demsky 

Judith 

1172 

F. 6-398 

Dennis 

Susan  &  Derek 

1173 

F. 6-400 

Despres 

Cynthia 

1174 

F. 6-401 

Despres 

Thom 

1175 

F. 6-404 

Devine 

Caryn  and  John 

1176 

F. 6-407 

Devine 

John  &  Caryn 

1177 

F. 6-408 

Diamond 

Abby 

1178 

F. 6-410 

Diaz 

Margie 

1179 

F.6-411 

DiPuccio 

Pat 

1180 

F. 6-413 

Doing 

Carolee 

1181 

F. 6-414 

Donnelly 

Kay 

1182 

F. 6-416 

Dorfman 

Robin 

1183 

F. 6-426 

Drucker 

Marcia 

1184 

F. 6-428 

Duehring 

Bonnie 

1185 

F. 6-429 

Duncan 

Janna 

1186 

F. 6-430 

Duncan 

Janna 

1187 

F. 6-432 

Dunham 

Donald 

1188 

F.  6-442 

Dunham 

Marianne 

1189 

F.  6-444 

E 

Eggers 

Diane 

1190 

F. 6-447 

Eggers 

Allen  and  Diane 

1191 

F. 6-449 

Eggers 

Whitney 

1192 

F. 6-452 

Eggers 

Halland 

1193 

F.  6-454 

Eke  berg 

Timothy  E. 

1194 

F. 6-456 

Ellersieck 

Leon 

1195 

F. 6-458 

Engle 

Sandra 

1196 

F. 6-459 

Enriquez 

Maria 

1197 

F. 6-461 

Enriquez 

Abel 

1198 

F. 6-463 

Erlendsson 

David  V. 

1199 

F. 6-465 

Eustace 

Peggie 

1200 

F. 6-467 

Evans 

Rachelle 

1201 

F. 6-469 

Evans 

Nancy 

1202 

F. 6-470 

F 

Fahnestock 

Michael  and  Neiman 

1203 

F. 6-472 

Falk-Santoro 

Fred 

1204 

F. 6-476 

Fandino 

Kat 

1205 

F. 6-478 

Fandino 

Carlos 

1206 

F. 6-482 

Farrar 

John  and  Debby 

1207 

F. 6-485 

Farrar 

John 

1208 

F. 6-486 

Fear 

Jan  and  Reg 

1209 

F. 6-487 

Feeback 

Steve 

1210 

F. 6-488 

Ferguson 

Annie  Chang-  &  Stephen 

1211 

F. 6-491 

Fernandez 

Jane 

1212 

F. 6-492 

Ferrell 

Melanie 

1213 

F. 6-493 

Fick 

Robert 

1214 

F. 6-494 

Figueroa 

Joe 

1215 

F. 6-495 

Fischer 

Elke 

1216 

F. 6-496 

Fisher 

Ken 

1217 

F. 6-498 

Fisher 

Nancy 

1218 

F. 6-499 
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Fitzsimmons 

Mark 

1219 

F. 6-500 

Fleck 

Jane 

1220 

F. 6-503 

Fleming 

Mark 

1221 

F. 6-505 

Footlik 

Robert 

1222 

F. 6-506 

Foster 

Harry 

1223 

F. 6-509 

Fox 

Martin 

1224 

F.6-51 1 

Fox 

Jessica 

1225 

F. 6-513 

Fox 

Andrew 

1226 

F. 6-515 

Fox 

Jessica 

1227 

F. 6-517 

Frick 

Kerry 

1228 

F. 6-519 

Friedman 

Alexander 

1229 

F. 6-520 

Friend  LeTourneur 

Susan 

1230 

F. 6-521 

Frockena 

Felante 

1231 

F. 6-522 

Fry 

Joan 

1232 

F. 6-523 

Fry 

Joan 

1233 

F. 6-527 

Fullerton 

Linda 

1234 

F. 6-529 

Furstnow 

Darrel  and  Penny 

1235 

F. 6-530 

G 

Galetar 

Julie 

1236 

F. 6-535 

Gamble 

George  and  Jacgy 

1237 

F. 6-537 

Ganson 

Bruce 

1238 

F. 6-539 

Garasi 

Louis 

1239 

F. 6-541 

Garcia 

Sam 

1240 

F. 6-543 

Garcia 

Mike 

1241 

F.  6-544 

Gardner 

Jennifer 

1242 

F. 6-545 

Gardner 

Cathy 

1243 

F. 6-547 

Garfield 

Moragne 

1244 

F. 6-548 

Garibaldi 

Paul  and  Karen 

1245 

F. 6-549 

Garibian 

Tony 

1246 

F. 6-551 

Garner 

Kristin 

1247 

F. 6-553 

Garner 

Kirstin 

1248 

F. 6-559 

Gatling 

David  and  Deborah 

1249 

F. 6-564 

Geyer 

Heidi 

1250 

F. 6-566 

Gilman 

Richard 

1251 

F. 6-567 

Girion 

Michelle 

1252 

F. 6-568 

Girion 

Roger 

1253 

F. 6-570 

Goble 

Laura 

1254 

F. 6-572 

Gonzales 

Robert 

1255 

F. 6-573 

Gonzales 

Jackie 

1256 

F. 6-574 

Gonzales 

Julie 

1257 

F. 6-575 

Gonzalez 

Oscar 

1258 

F. 6-576 

Gonzalez 

Laura 

1259 

F. 6-578 

Gonzalez 

Christina 

1260 

F. 6-580 

Gonzalez-Harper 

Berta 

1261 

F. 6-582 

Goodman 

Karen 

1262 

F. 6-583 

Gray 

Christopher 

1263 

F. 6-584 

Gray 

Steve 

1264 

F. 6-585 

Grayem 

Laurie 

1265 

F. 6-587 

Greene 

Dawn 

1266 

F. 6-589 

Greene 

Ernest 

1267 

F. 6-590 

Greene 

Roxanne 

1268 

F. 6-592 

Greenfield 

Susan 

1269 

F. 6-594 

Griesel 

Angel 

1270 

F. 6-603 

Griffin 

Thomas 

1271 

F. 6-605 

Griffin 

Alene 

1272 

F. 6-607 

Grindley 

William 

1273 

F. 6-609 

Guess 

Stanley  and  Mary 

1274 

F.6-611 
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Guirguis 

Sherin 

1275 

F. 6-613 

Guldimann 

Suzanne 

1276 

F. 6-615 

Guthrie 

Ethan 

1277 

F. 6-617 

Gutierrez 

John 

1278 

F. 6-618 

Gutierrez 

Ysidra 

1279 

F. 6-619 

Gutman 

Andrea  and  James 

1280 

F. 6-620 

H 

Haase 

Emily 

1281 

F. 6-622 

Habberstad 

Jeff 

1282 

F. 6-623 

Hahn 

Livon 

1283 

F. 6-625 

Haigh 

Toni 

1284 

F. 6-626 

Hake-Church 

Terry 

1285 

F. 6-628 

Hall 

Morgan 

1286 

F. 6-630 

Hammer 

David 

1287 

F. 6-631 

Hammonds 

Doug 

1288 

F. 6-632 

Hanson 

Mark 

1289 

F. 6-633 

Hanson 

Linda 

1290 

F. 6-635 

Hargett 

Tina 

1291 

F. 6-637 

Harris 

Heather 

1292 

F. 6-645 

Hartung 

Gary 

1293 

F. 6-647 

Hawes 

Steve 

1294 

F. 6-648 

Hazlet 

Geraldine 

1295 

F. 6-650 

Hazlet 

John 

1296 

F. 6-651 

Hebdon 

Gary 

1297 

F. 6-652 

Heermance 

David  and  Rosemary 

1298 

F. 6-655 

Henry 

Julie 

1299 

F. 6-657 

Hernandez 

Eugene 

1300 

F. 6-658 

Hernandez 

Eugene 

1301 

F. 6-659 

Hidvegi 

Mike 

1302 

F. 6-660 

Hiesl 

Lisa 

1303 

F. 6-662 

Higby 

Bobbe 

1304 

F. 6-664 

Higby 

Michael 

1305 

F. 6-666 

Higgins 

Monica 

1306 

F. 6-667 

Hitt 

Marlene 

1307 

F. 6-668 

Hitt 

William 

1308 

F. 6-670 

Hoff  art 

Lisa 

1309 

F. 6-673 

Hoffman 

John  and  Paula 

1310 

F. 6-675 

Hoffort 

Lisa 

1311 

F. 6-676 

Horan 

Lynda 

1312 

F. 6-677 

Horvath 

Wilma 

1313 

F. 6-679 

Houston 

Sherline 

1314 

F. 6-681 

Houston-Swain 

Regina 

1315 

F. 6-683 

Houston-Swain 

Regina 

1316 

F. 6-684 

Howie 

Tim 

1317 

F. 6-685 

Hu 

Laurie 

1318 

F. 6-686 

Hudspeth 

Ronald  and  Marie 

1319 

F. 6-688 

Hyder 

Joel 

1320 

F. 6-690 

i 

Indelicato 

Joseph  T. 

1321 

F. 6-691 

Ingallina 

Toni 

1322 

F. 6-693 

j 

J.  Hornick 

Linda 

1323 

F. 6-695 

James 

Ben  and  Jannel 

1324 

F. 6-697 

James 

Eleanor  and  Larry 

1325 

F. 6-699 

Johnson 

Glenda 

1326 

F. 6-701 

Johnson 

Daryl 

1327 

F. 6-703 
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Johnson 

Vanessa 

1328 

F. 6-705 

Johnston 

Herb 

1329 

F. 6-707 

Jones 

Paul 

1330 

F. 6-708 

Jones 

Alison 

1331 

F. 6-71 1 

Joyce 

Mary  Gayle 

1332 

F. 6-713 

K 

Kalstad 

Kirk 

1333 

F. 6-714 

Kanes 

Richard 

1334 

F. 6-715 

Kaplan 

Shana 

1335 

F. 6-716 

Kauppi 

Lisa 

1336 

F. 6-717 

Kean 

Katherine 

1337 

F. 6-719 

Keefe 

Kathleen 

1338 

F. 6-721 

Keenan 

Jeffrey  R. 

1339 

F. 6-722 

Keller 

Dominigue 

1340 

F. 6-723 

Keller 

Scott 

1341 

F. 6-724 

Kelley 

Patrick 

1342 

F. 6-725 

Kelley 

Angi 

1343 

F. 6-727 

Kerby 

Kelly 

1344 

F. 6-729 

Kester 

Vicki 

1345 

F. 6-735 

Killian 

Kim 

1346 

F. 6-737 

Kim 

Susan 

1347 

F. 6-738 

King 

Laura 

1348 

F. 6-739 

Kinyon 

Kindra 

1349 

F. 6-741 

Kinyon 

Kindra 

1350 

F. 6-742 

Kip 

Christopher  and  Ann 

1351 

F. 6-743 

Kip 

Chris 

1352 

F. 6-745 

Kirkwood 

Kaye 

1353 

F. 6-746 

Kiuchi-DiPuccio 

Ann 

1354 

F. 6-748 

Klein 

Gail 

1355 

F. 6-750 

Klein 

Linda 

1356 

F. 6-751 

Klein 

Rebecca 

1357 

F. 6-752 

Klosterman 

James 

1358 

F. 6-754 

Kluge 

Robert 

1359 

F. 6-756 

Kneier 

Brian 

1360 

F. 6-758 

Kolbus 

Fred 

1361 

F. 6-759 

Kolbusz 

Ferdinand 

1362 

F. 6-761 

Kolbusz 

Sebastian 

1363 

F. 6-763 

Kopp 

Natasha 

1364 

F. 6-765 

Kracke 

Katherine 

1365 

F. 6-767 

Kracke 

John 

1366 

F. 6-768 

Kramer 

Melissa 

1367 

F. 6-770 

Kramer 

Pat 

1368 

F. 6-771 

Krieger 

Ulrich 

1369 

F. 6-772 

Kruszewski 

Patti 

1370 

F. 6-774 

Kuipers 

Lisa 

1371 

F. 6-775 

Kutcher 

Arthur 

1372 

F. 6-776 

L 

La  Bansat 

Shelly 

1373 

F. 6-778 

Lacore 

Florance 

1374 

F. 6-779 

Laird 

Don 

1375 

F. 6-781 

Lambourne 

Steve  &  Linda 

1376 

F. 6-783 

Lamm 

Jennifer 

1377 

F. 6-785 

Lampton 

Vinton 

1378 

F. 6-787 

Lampton 

Tana 

1379 

F. 6-789 

Larsen 

Sammy 

1380 

F. 6-791 

Larsen 

Robert 

1381 

F. 6-793 
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Submission  Number 

Page  Number 

Larson 

Julie  M. 

1382 

F. 6-795 

Lawrence 

Perry 

1383 

F. 6-796 

Layfield 

Jim 

1384 

F. 6-798 

Leandro 

Stan 

1385 

F. 6-799 

Leandro 

Vanessa 

1386 

F. 6-800 

Lees 

Brian 

1387 

F. 6-801 

Lemieux 

Jeff 

1388 

F. 6-803 

Leonard 

Douglas 

1389 

F. 6-804 

Lester 

Mr. 

1390 

F. 6-805 

Lester 

Steven 

1391 

F. 6-806 

Leth 

Thomas  and  Silvia 

1392 

F. 6-808 

Leth 

Thomas  and  Silvia 

1393 

F. 6-809 

Letournx 

Paul 

1394 

F.6-811 

Levinsohn 

Alane 

1395 

F. 6-812 

Levy 

Arlene 

1396 

F. 6-814 

Lewis 

John  and  Linda 

1397 

F. 6-815 

Lewis 

Bill 

1398 

F. 6-817 

Lindblad 

Jack 

1399 

F. 6-819 

Liseckas 

Al  &  Birute 

1400 

F. 6-821 

Litchfield 

Scott 

1401 

F. 6-823 

Locus 

Carol 

1402 

F. 6-825 

Loden 

Jay 

1403 

F. 6-834 

Loden 

Susan 

1404 

F. 6-836 

Loden 

Jay 

1405 

F. 6-838 

Lombardi 

Alan  and  Marjorie 

1406 

F. 6-840 

Long 

Dee 

1407 

F. 6-842 

Lopez 

Ralph  and  Maria 

1408 

F. 6-843 

Lorch 

Alison 

1409 

F. 6-844 

Love 

Patricia  &  Christopher 

1410 

F. 6-845 

Lubow 

David 

1411 

F. 6-847 

Lupier 

Rochel  Z. 

1412 

F. 6-849 

Lynch 

Shelly 

1413 

F. 6-850 

M 

MacAdams 

Susan 

1414 

F. 6-851 

MacAdams 

Susan 

1415 

F. 6-854 

Madsen 

Kent  and  Sandra 

1416 

F. 6-858 

Manfo 

Mac 

1417 

F. 6-862 

Mannos 

Margie 

1418 

F. 6-863 

Mariner 

Terrin 

1419 

F. 6-864 

Marquette 

Kathy 

1420 

F. 6-866 

Marquez 

Christina 

1421 

F. 6-867 

Marshall 

Sharon 

1422 

F. 6-868 

Marshall 

Kyle 

1423 

F. 6-870 

Martin 

Ronald  &  Sonya 

1424 

F. 6-872 

Martin 

Ronald  &  Sonya 

1425 

F. 6-873 

Martin 

Gina 

1426 

F. 6-875 

Martin 

Tom 

1427 

F. 6-877 

Mason 

Marie 

1428 

F. 6-879 

Mason 

Larry 

1429 

F. 6-880 

Masunaga 

Takashi 

1430 

F. 6-882 

Matulich 

Thomas 

1431 

F. 6-883 

Matulich 

Lisa 

1432 

F. 6-885 

Matulich 

Thomas  and  Lisa 

1433 

F. 6-887 

May 

Vanessa 

1434 

F. 6-888 

Mayberry 

Dianna 

1435 

F. 6-889 

Mazor 

Raphael 

1436 

F. 6-893 

McAlpine 

Brenda 

1437 

F. 6-895 
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McCarthy 

Sean 

1438 

F. 6-896 

McConville 

Debra 

1439 

F. 6-897 

McCormick 

Patti 

1440 

F. 6-898 

McCoy 

William 

1441 

F. 6-983 

McGaath 

Peter 

1442 

F. 6-986 

McGinnis 

Shannon 

1443 

F. 6-987 

McNutt 

Marina 

1444 

F. 6-988 

Mears 

Sheila 

1445 

F. 6-990 

Medina  Rodriguez 

Evelyn 

1446 

F. 6-992 

Mellinger 

Lee 

1447 

F. 6-994 

Mercier 

Charles 

1448 

F. 6-995 

Merich 

Thor  and  Christina 

1449 

F. 6-996 

Mertz 

Nicki 

1450 

F. 6-999 

Messina 

Tamela 

1451 

F. 6-1 002 

Milana 

Paolina 

1452 

F. 6-1 005 

Miller 

Pamela 

1453 

F. 6-1 007 

Mills 

John 

1454 

F. 6-1 009 

Mitchell 

Michael 

1455 

F. 6-101 1 

Mitchell 

Patricia 

1456 

F. 6-1 020 

Modula 

Lillian 

1457 

F. 6-1 022 

Moffett 

Gene 

1458 

F. 6-1 025 

Moore 

Samuel 

1459 

F. 6-1 027 

Moratin 

Olive 

1460 

F. 6-1 028 

Moreau 

Nicole 

1461 

F. 6-1 029 

Morelli 

Susanna  and  Joe 

1462 

F. 6-1031 

Morgen  stern 

Steven 

1463 

F. 6-1 033 

Morley 

Linda 

1464 

F. 6-1 035 

Mosman 

Christian  L. 

1465 

F. 6-1 036 

Mosshart 

Carol 

1466 

F. 6-1 037 

Myers 

Roger  and  Gayle 

1467 

F. 6-1 040 

Myers 

Sukwan 

1468 

F. 6-1 042 

Myers 

Sukwan/Eric 

1469 

F. 6-1 043 
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Submission  1001  (Richard  G.  Abbott,  August  30,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #448  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
August  30,  2014 

LA,  CA  90012 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Ricardo 

Abbott 


00000 

(818)  273-9058 
elnidol  337@gmail.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

My  daughter  just  informed  me  of  your  public  announcement  of  the  alternative 
plan  to  run  your  high  speed  railroad  through  our  backyard.  As  a  born  and 
raised  3rd  generation  Californiano,  Twenty  years  ago  I  moved  to  Hawaii 
because  one  day  it  took  two  hours  to  get  from  the  valley  to  Beverly  Hills 
on  the  freeway,  when  normally  it  took  1/2  hour.  Three  years  ago  when  my 
daughter  said  she  and  husband  were  planning  to  buy  a  home,  I  mentioned 
how 

in  Jamaica  back  in  the  '60s  we  were  invited  to  lunch  with  the  consulate, 
and  his  relatives  lived  in  back  of  their  Calif,  style  home,  in  huts.  They 
were  part  of  the  family  so  enjoyed  lunch  with  us.  I  told  her  if  she  bought 
a  home  on  a  large  lot  I'd  build  a  hut  in  the  back,  give  them  my  SS,  and 
would  have  a  final  resting  place  in  my  old  age  (77). 


One  day  she  called  me  and  said  there  was  a  tackroom  out  back  by  the  corral 
of  their  new  horse  ranch  and  I  could  convert  it  into  my  "old  folks"  home. 

For  the  last  3  years  I've  been  here,  and  thought  finally  I  don't  have  to 
move  again  or  wait  another  3  years  to  become  eligible  for  some  senior 
housing. 
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My  daughter  and  husband  made  a  lot  of  sacrifices  to  make  it  possible  to 
keep  me  from  becoming  homeless  since  my  SS  isn't  enough  to  live  here, 
same 

as  Hawaii  where  the  rents  are  similar.  I  drive  around  this  area  a  lot,  and 
it  seems  to  me  there  should  be  another  route  that  doesn't  go  through  a 
community  that  pays  more  taxes  and  has  less  crime  in  our  subdivision  than 
in  surrounding  areas.  I  keep  seeing  in  the  local  evening  news  how  our  rapid 
transit  is  starting  to  look  like  Brooklyn  instead  of  So.  Cal.  It's  obvious 
that  there  isn't  enough  security  to  keep  families  safe  from  attacks  by 
desperate  criminals  and  junkies. 


Please  seriously  reconsider  how  you  are  affecting  the  people  you  have  in 
your  hands.  I,  for  one,  am  firmly  opposed  to  this  new  alternative.  My 
daughter  and  son  have  put  all  the  money  they've  been  able  to  borrow  and 
beg,  but  not  steal,  to  make  this  recent  move  to  Shadow  Hills,  and  have  just 
watched  property  values  drop,  with  just  the  announcement  of  the  possibility 
of  the  plan.  Don't  steal  theirs  and  my  dream  of  finally  having  a  home  they 
actually  own  and  can  continue  to  improve  and  plant  trees  on,  without  the 
threat  of  having  their  property  condemned  so  people  can  visit  their 
relatives  400  miles  away  in  an  hour  or  less.  Put  that  rail  down  the  center 
Mine  of  the  freeway  5  going  north,  don't  take  away  more  land  from  the 
people  who  always  lose  when  their  land  is  taken  away  by  the  state. 


I  saw  as  a  kid  back  in  the  early  50s,  how  taking  away  half  of  our  property 
on  Hawthorne  Blvd.  just  south  of  the  South  Bay  Galleria,  they  could 
increase  traffic  by  making  the  road  8  lanes  instead  of  2,  and  the  money  the 
State  gave  my  dad  was  a  pittance  to  what  was  left  of  his  property  and  what 
was  resold  for,  after  he  was  forced  to  move  his  business  to  another  less 
successful  location. 


As  an  investigative  reporter  back  then  I  saw  many  cases  of  how  local  govt, 
is  corrupt  and  works  more  at  times  for  the  benefit  of  investors  than 
property  owners.  The  South  Bay  Redevelopment  is  one  example,  and 
alcoholic 

corrupt  Torrance,  Redondo  Beach,  and  Gardena  Mayors  and  Councilmen  are 
others,  of  which  I've  been  able  to  help  expose  and  remove  from  office.  I'm 
77,  but  still  have  a  few  teeth  left;  so  DON'T  TREAD  ON  US!  We  still  have 
some  energy  left  to  join  the  rest  of  this  neighborhood  to  stand  firm 
against  any  bulldozing  of  our  homes.  That  includes  my  humble  hut  (air 
conditioned,  TV,  real  bed,  etc.).  I  see  my  fellow  vets  living  under  the 
freeway  near  here  since  their  SS  doesn't  cover  a  studio  apt.  I'm  not 
moving  again.  Period. 

Seriously  and  Sincerely, 

Richard  G.  Abbott 

elnidol  337@gmail.com 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #744  DETAIL 


Status  : 
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Submission  Date  : 
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Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
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Apt./Suite  No.  : 
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Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
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Pending 

9/8/2014 

9/8/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Pam 

Adams 


CA 

00000 

tapchicks@hotmail.com 


To  whom  it  may  concern: 


I  have  been  living  in  Shadow  Hills  since  1981 .  I  moved  here  from  Las  Vegas 
where  I  had  a  ranch  with  horses  and  livestock.  I  moved  here  for  work  and 
found  that  Shadow  Hills  was  the  closest  thing  to  a  country  style  living  that  my 
husband  and  I  were  used  to.  It  is  so  beautiful  and  used  to  be  serene  and 
quiet.  I  don’t  know  if  California  laws  are  crazy  or  what,  but  ever  since  I 
moved  here,  we  have  been  fighting  builders  and  all  sorts  of  intrusive  invasion 
of  our  little  community. 

The  high  speed  rail  system  is  one  of  the  most  recent.  I  don’t  know  one 
person  who  wants  or  would  use  a  train!  We  certainly  don’t  want  it  running 
through  our  neighborhood!  Our  animals  and  all  of  us  would  be  certainly  put  in 
distress  with  all  the  noise  of  building  and  eventually  having  a  train  run  through 
our  rural  neighborhood.  It  would  affect  all  of  us,  as  it  is  a  small  community. 
Our  property  values  would  plummet. 


Please  let  me  know  what  I  can  do  to  prevent  this  unnecessary  calamity  from 
happening!  A  train  would  destroy  Shadow  Hills  and  Sunland. 


Thanks,  Pamela  Adams 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1003  (Martin  Adler,  August  5,  2014) 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #218  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/20/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Diane 

Last  Name  :  Adler 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  :  00000 

Telephone  : 

Email :  marty-di@socal.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mr.  Mark  McLoughlin,  I  Know  many  people  are  very  concerned  about  this 

project,  in  a  multitude  of  ways,  my  main  concern  is  the  correct  alignment,  the 
best  way  in  my  opinion  is  a  direct  route,  which  is  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale 
via  a  tunnel,  its  shorter,  its  FASTER,  and  it  would  do  much  less 
Environmental  damage,  not  to  mention  displacing,  and  distorting  many 
properties  .  The  FOOT  print  would  be  a  disaster.  PLEASE  MAKE  THIS 
ROUTE  YOUR  FIRST  PRIORITY.  Martin  Adler 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #215  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/21/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Diane 

Adler 


CA 

00000 


marty-di@socal.rr.com 


The  alignments  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  are  to  close  to  two 
elementary  schools, i”m  sure  if  you  had  children  attending  these  schools  you 
would  do  every  thing  in  your  power  to  find  an  alternate  route.Well  the 
PREFERRED  ROUTE  IS  Burbank  to  Palmdale  via  tunnel  this  makes  the 
route  to  Palmdale  SHORTER  AND  FASTER,  the  train  is  all  about  speed,  so 
use  the  fastest  route.  Put  your  self  in  my  shoes  with  small  children  in  school, 
would  you  want  this  train  that  close  to  your  kids,  I  DONT  THINK  SO  PLEASE 
THINK  LIKE  A  PARENT  Thank  you  Diane 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  SR  14,  In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Support  of  Alternative 

Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #216  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/23/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Diane 

Last  Name  :  Adler 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  :  00000 

Telephone  : 

Email :  marty-di@socal.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  encourage  you  to  accept  the  preferred  route,  which  is  Burbank  to  Palmdale 

tunnel,  thanks  Matt 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Sean  F.  Aguiar 
10217  Wheatland  Avenue 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
(818)  731-4433 

httubnl®  aol.com 


August  27,  2014 

Via  Email  - palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  North  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Re:  Proposed  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  Residential  Community  of  Shadow  Hills 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

My  name  is  Sean  Aguiar  and  I  have  lived  in  the  Shadow  Hills  community  for  over  17  years.  I 
built  my  home  myself  and  raised  my  family  here.  I  am  writing  to  express  my  concerns  and 
opposition  to  the  High  Speed  Rail  (“HSR”)  which  Governor  Brown  is  proposing  to  put  through 
our  tranquil  area. 

Shadow  Hills  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative  line  and  should  not  come  through 
the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills.  Any  railway  line  must  go  through  commercial  and 
industrial  areas,  not  residential  and/or  sensitive  environmental  areas.  It  is  utterly  irresponsible 
for  the  HSR  to  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles 
potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the  cloud  of  HSR.  Not  to 
mention  the  countless  environmental  obstacles  which  will  surely  raise  insurmountable  costs  and 
would  be  infeasible. 

Further,  many,  many  homes  in  the  Shadow  Hills  community  will  be  at  risk  due  to  so  many 
factors  such  as: 

•  property  values  will  surely  decrease 

•  scenic  highway  will  be  lost 

•  could  impact  earthquake  faults 

•  federal  waters  and  endangered  species  will  be  affected 

•  eminent  domain 

•  noise  levels  will  dramatically  increase 

•  pollution  levels  also  will  increase 
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Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
August  27,  2014 
Page  Two 

•  destruction  of  our  community 

•  threat  of  our  equestrian  lifestyle 

•  construction  impacts 

•  our  area  is  already  severely  impacted  by  transit  solutions  such  as  trains,  freeways  and 
airports  and  that  the  original  Route  14  and  5  alternatives  are  far  superior 

Now,  I  ask,  would  you,  or  any  of  our  elected  officials  want  this  to  happen  in  their  precious 
neighborhoods? 

Mr.  McLoughlin,  my  family  and  I  vehemently  oppose  the  HSR  and  we  will  not  be  run  over  by 
this  train,  literally  nor  figuratively. 

Respectively, 

SesnF.Aguar 

Sean  F.  Aguiar 

Cc:  Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes  -  felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich  -  fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 
Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky  -  zev@bos.lacounty.gov 
Mayor  Garcetti  -  mayor,  garcetti@lacity.org 
Assemblyman  Bocanegra  -  raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 
Congressman  Schiff  -  teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov 
Terri  -  shpoa@shpoa.us 
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Submission  1008  (Nichole  Ahten,  August  30,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #442  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Nichole 

Ahten 


Shadow  Hills 

CA 

00000 

imakowgirl@hotmail.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  ServicesATTN: 

PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTIONCalifornia  High  Speed  Rail 
AuthoritySouthern  California  Regional  Office700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532LA, 
CA  90012  RE:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  line  Dear  Mr. 
McLoughlin: 

I  am  a  resident  of  Shadow  Hills  and  am  in  complete  opposition  of  the 
proposed  alternative  route  for  the  HSR.  My  family  and  I  moved  here  four 
years  ago,  however,  I  grew  up  riding  in  the  area,  enjoying  these  open  spaces 
on  horseback  for  over  38  years.  As  my  children  got  older  they  too  wanted 
horses  and  instead  of  paying  to  board  multiple  horses,  we  saved  our  money, 
sold  our  home  and  bought  a  major  fixer  upper  in  Shadow  Hills.  We  wanted 
space  for  our  horses,  space  for  a  garden,  space  to  raise  chickens,  space  for 
our  children  to  run  and  play.  We  have  worked  non-stop  for  four  years  to 
improve  our  property,  thus  improving  our  neighborhood.  Now  we  are  about  to 
begin  a  much  needed  addition  to  our  small  home.  When  the  map  with  the 
yellow  swath  was  published  we  put  the  brakes  on  our  project.  We  have 
already  invested  thousands  of  dollars  into  cleaning  up  our  property,  and 
thousands  of  dollars  into  the  city's  requirements  for  the  addition  project; 
surveys,  architects,  soil  engineers,  grading  engineer,  city  inspections,  and 
permits-  we  haven't  even  put  a  shovel  to  the  ground  yet.  And  now  you  put  a 
big  yellow  swath  right  where  we  are  about  to  build  our  dream  home.  We  are 
wondering  if  this  yellow  swath  means  we  need  to  stop  our  addition  and  move 
out  of  the  area  instead. 

That  yellow  swath  and  the  alternate  route  plan  needs  to  be  removed 
immediately.  That  yellow  swath  affects  the  value  of  my  property  and  the 
value  of  my  appraisal  right  when  we  are  getting  funding  for  our  project.  The 
vagueness  of  the  proposal  is  ridiculous  and  appalling.  How  can  you  be  so 
irresponsible  to  propose  an  alternate  route  over  such  a  large  area  and 
actually  publish  that  without  narrowing  down  the  specifics  first? 

We  live  in  a  very  unique,  rare  equestrian  zoned  community  within  the  City  of 
Los  Angeles.  We  have  access  to  miles  of  trails  through  beautifully  preserved 
areas.  This  area  is  valuable  and  irreplaceable.  If  the  HSR  were  to  come 
through  here,  the  potential  to  absolutely  destroy  that  is  very  real.  If  we  lose 
our  access  to  peaceful  riding  trails,  we  will  lose  our  equestrian  community, 
thus  destroying  property  values.  Virtually  every  horsekeeping  household  and 
business,  ie  tack  &  feed  stores,  as  well  as  boarding  stables,  will  be  forced  to 
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leave  the  area. 

The  entire  idea  of  the  HSR  through  our  area  is  unimaginable.  The  cost  of  the 
alternate  route  will  be  astronomical  and  a  completely  irresponsible  use  of 
OUR  tax  dollars.  Not  to  mention  the  effects  on  our  water  supply,  the 
decimation  of  endangered  species  in  the  area,  the  potential  damage  from 
future  floods,  the  Native  American  burial  grounds,  the  fault  lines  in  the  area  (I 
for  one  will  not  be  going  on  any  train  that  is  tunneled  through  a  mountain  over 
a  fault  line),  etc.  The  yellow  swath  needs  to  be  removed  from  this  sensitive 
area.  Stop  wasting  our  money  on  more  studies. 


Sincerely,  Nicole  M  AhtenShadow  Hills  Resident 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr,  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morlales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  LStteet,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned'hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negativdly  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  wdnt  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  rbset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
commurtlties.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  irlstead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley, 

The  hopk  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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19310  Soleclad  Canyon  Roar.1 
Santa  Clarita,  CA  91351 
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Fax:  (661)251-6397 
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JJ 

FROM: 

SEND  FAX:  (/ 

W  °hL 

PAGES;  2^ 

RETURN  FAX: 

DATE:  0kilrt 

RE: 

CC:  b  flfij  l&.(UrthL& 

□  Urgent 

□  ForFteview 

□  Please  Comment  □  Please  Reply 

Comments: 
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Submission  1012  (Paul  Allen,  August  31,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #383  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Paul 

Last  Name  : 

Allen 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

9906  Wealtha  Avenue 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sun  Valley 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91352 

Telephone  : 

818-767-9332 

Email  : 

paul.dehaasrealty@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Sir/Madam, 

I  came  to  the  scoping  presentation  neutral  to  slightly  opposed  to  the 
project  but  after  careful  consideration  I'm  in  favor  of  the  project. 

I  believe  that  any  environmental  issues  will  be  resolved  so  this  project 
can  go  ahead. 

My  one  concern  would  be  the  extent  of  the  possible  eminent  domain 
seizures. 

Would  this  only  affect  low  income  residential  homes  and  small  commercial 
buildings  along  the  right-of-way? 

Also,  please  add  me  to  the  mailing  list.  (9906  Wealtha  Avenue,  Sun  Valley, 
CA  91352) 

*Paul* 

Paul  R.  Allen,  Broker-Associate 
Manager 

CalBRE  License#  01515299 
DE  HAAS  REALTY,  INC. 

818-767-9332  (office) 

818-767-9338  (fax) 


E-mails  sent  or  received  shall  neither  constitute  acceptance  of  conducting 
transactions  via  electronic  means  nor  create  a  binding  contract  until  and 
unless  a  written  contract  is  signed  by  the  parties. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-18 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1013  (Suzanne  Alziebler,  September  4,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #737  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/4/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Suzanne 

Last  Name  : 

Alziebler 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

16325  Ravenglen  RD 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

salziebler@socal.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

1  am  very  opposed  to  the  plan  to  put  the  train  through  Sand  Canyon.  1  feel  a 

much  better  solution  is  to  have  it  going  directly  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale.  I 

am  a  resident  of  Sand  Canyon  and  the  other  plan  affects  my  property 

negatively  due  to  the  noise  visual  impact  and  also  will  negatively  affect  our 

neighborhood  and  elementary  school.  The  noise  will  harm  childrens  hearing 

as  well  as  they're  ability  to  learn  with  the  constant  noise.  It  will  even  eliminate 

one  of  our  neighborhood  churches.  I  support  the  tunnel  extension  alignment 

as  it  will  cause  much  less  environmental  and  community  destruction. 

Suzanne  Alziebler 

16325  Ravenglen  RD 

Canyon  Country  CA  91387 

Sent  from  my  Verizon  Wireless  BlackBerry 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1014  (Michael  Alzola,  August  25,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Pulmtivte  ra  Butbvrrk  StS-tian 
Scoping  Comment  Caul 
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Mad  lo: 
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Submission  1014  (Michael  Alzola,  August  25,  2014)  -  Continued 


My  property  is  iocated  at  ground  euro  lor  1 he  ^R14  Hybrrd  route  I  own  JJ  sera*  and  haw  a  custom 
LiljiEE  home  with  several  nut-bo  ltd  mg  s.  I  have  invested  over  &7iiD,0CH]  m  develop  mg  my  property.  I 
built  this  homo  lit  memory  and  a*  n  tribute  Eo  my  Patties  and  grandfather  who  homesteaded  in  Ehu 
iii i". i  T  in?  PnndnruKa  Pine  poles  and  beam*  in  my  home  were  handpiefred,  peeled  notched  And 
brought  in  from  New  Mexico,  Everything  In  my  home  ha*  been  snato-micad  with  argniFiosnl 

>r.‘ ntiriiP.viLiS  vjilijii  I  .mi  ,i  i.n-.vdipy  3ty  hfiOit,  A  ihrluei'L  nuplion  jSiflli.JrH.i  rilijnlin.iji  .imT  art  aftllnltt  by 

trade.  I  am  Eha  last  Atcoia  lo  carry  on  my  Family  name  willed  can  ho  traced  back  Lo  the  1  COfl’a,  I 
built  my  ho  usd  in  ictonn.imji  and  in  honor  ol  my  family. 

Since  tho  f  el  ease  of  itila  alignment  proposal  by  the  HERA  a  Pew  yours  ago.  J  have  been  under  □ 
tievuro  amount  nl  mYiohonal  fttrofjj  and  under  a  (locEar/,  earn,  T  ho  rmollcuinl  impact  ol  tin  a. 
allgrnn ont  consideration  bat  caused  me  re  hove  constant  stress,  anxiety,  depression.  oc creased 
libido,  weight  ross  and  insomnia.  I  wfll  lose  mi  my  noighliorhocKl  support  systems  when  my  no  use 
iE  laxon,  I  am  75  years  old  and  have  seme  mobility  imp aSrm ants  Out  manage  to  get  around. 

Besides  ine  bug*  emotional  impact  ot  losing  my  homo,  will  tit  The  I&hs  of  the  mounlain  views,,  tha 
sunrites  and  sunsets  as  they  cast  color  highlights  and  shadows  acres?  my  property  These  thing? 
can  never  no  replaced 

I  warn  my  property  lo  b e  appraised  prior  to  the  decision  for  the  final  allymncni  through  Acton 
bucauise  I  Know  Et1.1l  my  property  vnlue  will  drop  as  e 00 n  as  .in  official  alignment  ie  identifiad.  If  and 
when  my  properly  is  seized.  \  want  H5R  A  to  move  rny  home  at  (hen  cost  \  pray  that  I  will  be  able  to 
frno  another  suitable  location  foi  my  bomo. 


Il  armlhni  alignment  Ie  chosen  by  the  H&RA,  I  will  bNI  be  Impacted  as  President  of  AotOn.  The 
poScntinl  road  closures,  dusi  gencruiod  by  construction  and  nporallon  ol  the  train,  noise  impacts 
v\r.  1! lie  mijianl-;,  nnpatt  oh  Anton  property  values,  impacts  on  egunElnnn  trails,  motorcycle 
ossement?,  wildlife  corridors,  etc.  will  change  Acton  forave-r  Therein  of  Valley  Fever  exposures, 
afibntDS  expayuios,  water  contaminations,  and!  noise  aspo'iuras  will  also  polamially  threaten  my 
Malth  1  fcnowlhas  chisE-  impact*  if#  being  KTdr&ssed  In  fudhir  cIqIM  by  some  of  my  neighbors  m 
Ihelr  mfpufiHv  to  the  HSR  A 

Lastly.  th#re  iri  rssltlenls  In  the  Acton  community  dial  need  assistance  with  the  complcl ion  of 
Ibell  response  t-rins .  ara  disabled ,  dn  nul  have  compLiiei  access  ni  .ire  confined  to  their  home. 
How  come  the  HSi^  A  did  not  perform  a  community  outreach  to  these  residents  and  assist  ihem 
■ih  Ihmr  right  lo  romiiJcU'  a  common!  cUrdV  I  nduduai  In  vrfeH^E  I h ■  •  :is*.i-dsirnn  nf  annlhdr 
nm unity  member  to  help  me,  1i  seams  like  there  should  be  an  obligation  by  Ihc  project  to  hear 
lices  and  concerns  about  the  ImpEtcl  ot  Ihc  HS 1  Orl  I  heir  property  flftd  on  their  community 

Alzola 
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Submission  1015  (Leslie  Anderson,  August  30,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #429  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/30/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Leslie 

Last  Name  : 

Anderson 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

P.O.  Box  5361 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Glendale 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91221 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

lawomans@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

High  Speed  Rail  Authority  Southern  California  Region 

700  N,  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  9012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  am  responding  to  the  “Alternate  Corridor  “  for  the  Bullet  train. 

The  proposed  area  for  the  train  to  use  is  a  very  pristine,  rural  area.  It  has 
many  ranches  and  stables  and  is  not  an  area  for  a  train. 

I  personally  do  not  feel  the  need  for  this  train  and  its  construction  will  destroy 
forever  a  very  unique  area. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie  Anderson 
P.O.  Box  5361 
Glendale,  CA  91221 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 
Need  PI  response  : 
General  Viewpoint  on 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1016  (Stacy  Andrews,  August  28,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #571  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  27,  2014 

Mark  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
High  Speed  Rail  Authority  Southern  California  Region 
700  N  Alameda  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Stacy 

Andrews 


21 17  N.  Rose  Street 

Burbank 

CA 

91505 

SAndrews@hollywoodrentals.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

As  an  active  voter,  I  strongly  oppose  the  proposal  of  building  a  bullet  train 
through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 

First  of  all  we  already  have  train  lines  and  infrastructure  all  ready  in  place  with 
existing  rail  lines,  I  can  not  comprehend  budget  wise  in  a  State  that  is  hurting 
financially  why  a  Bullet  train  needs  to  build  in  an 


1 .  Area  that  is  a  flood  plain  see  summary  articles  of  recent  flooding. 
(http://articles.latimes.com/keyword/little-tujunga-wash)  This  does  not  include 
the  2004  flood  where  the  small  bridge  in  the  canyon  was  closed  for  several 
months  for  retro-fitting  due  to  water/earth  movement  damage.  The  bridge 
that  was  damaged  is  by  Monte  Verde/California  Polo  club/Lower  Middle 
Ranch  due  to  the  amount  of  water  that  came  from  Kagel  Canyon.  Basically 
residents  were  cut  off  during  the  bridge  closure.  This  is  a  natural  watershed 
area.  I  have  been  boarding  horses  in  this  area  since  1988,  and  I  have  seen 
this  watershed  area  along  with  Big  Tujunga  Canyon  with  scary  amounts  of 
water  during  an  El  Nino  year  or  exceedingly  wet  year.  It's  easy  to  forget  that 
this  area  floods  when  it  hasn't  happened  in  a  while.  (Hence  Hansen  Dam 
built  in  1931  to  prevent  floods  coming  from  the  canyons).  I  myself  during 
rainy  years  have  stumbled  across  areas  of  unstable  geology  where  the  term 
"quicksand"  comes  into  play.  Also  please  reference  1978  floods 
http://www.nws. noaa.gov/om/assessments/pdfs/Southern%20CA%20Flash% 
20Floods%20Feb%201978.pdf  I  have  not  referenced  the  1939  Flood  of  this 
area. 


CALIFORNIA 
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Submission  1016  (Stacy  Andrews,  August  28,  2014)  -  Continued 


2.  The  hundreds  if  not  thousand  plus  horses  that  would  have  to  be 
relocated  or  completely  removed  from  the  area.  This  greatly  impacts  Upper 
and  Middle  Ranch  equestrian  facilities,  and  to  include  Monte  Verde/California 
Polo  Club  and  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  center,  this  does  not  include  all  the 
homes  in  the  canyon  that  provide  housing  for  horses  or  other  animals. 
Politicians  often  forget  the  important  tax  base  that  equestrians  provide.  From 
boarding  facilities,  to  community  outreach  programs,  providing  jobs  to  local 
veterinarians,  farriers,  trainers,  supporting  local  feed  stores,  and  other 
revenue  that  trickles  down  to  other  avenues.  There  are  very  few  areas  that 
provide  equestrians  a  place  to  board  and  a  place  to  ride  in  an  urban  setting. 
There  is  NO  way  that  horses  and  bullet  trains  can  co-habituate  in  the  same 
area,  let  alone  ride  by  these  trains  or  share  the  area  with  these  trains.  The 
entire  trail  system  that  Little  Tujunga  Canyon  provides  will  be  destroyed. 
These  trails  not  only  include  equestrians,  mountain  bikers,  hikers  and 
thousands  of  people  that  use  these  trails  for  recreational  purposes. 


3.  There  are  artisan  wells  and  natural  springs  (not  in  a  drought  year)  that 
provide  water  to  wildlife  in  the  mountains,  this  as  well  would  be  greatly 
disturbed,  thus  making  the  animals  come  down  from  the  mountains  in  search 
of  water.  In  addition  the  flora  and  fauna  is  slowly  making  a  comeback  from 
the  Station  Fire  and  everything  is  still  in  a  delicate  phase,  only  to  be  wiped  out 
by  a  Bullet  train  that  nobody  wants  and  the  State  of  California  can  ill-afford. 


4.  The  proposal  is  to  cut  through  mountains,  which  is  expensive  and  not 
entirely  wise  since  there  are  several  fault  lines  that  run  through  those 
mountains.  And  having  been  up  in  the  San  Gabriel  mountains  during  the 
aftershocks  after  the  Northridge  quake  I  would  never  set  foot  on  that  train. 
Do  you  remember  the  Sylmar  quake  in  1971?  The  damage  to  the  dam  and 
other  structures  (Mountain  View  Hospital),  I  sure  do. 


Having  a  Bullet  train  going  through  such  a  widely  used  recreational  area,  a 
geological  unstable  area,  an  area  that  is  prone  to  flooding,  and  such  a 
biological  diverse  area  is  just  pure  folly.  It  only  makes  economical  sense  to 
use  already  established  rail  systems  if  this  boondoggle  of  a  project  must  go 
forward.  We  already  have  Metrolink  connecting  Lancaster/Palmdale  to  the 
San  Fernando  Valley  already,  why  we  must  pursue  this  at  the  cost  of  a  fragile 
ecosystem  and  to  a  way  of  life  that  is  so  rare  in  this  day  and  age  is  pure 
idiocy. 


Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  in  hearing  in  my  request  in  saying  NO  to  the 
bullet  train  in  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains. 


Sincerely, 

Stacy  Andrews 
21 17  N.  Rose  Street 
Burbank,  CA  91505 
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Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/4/2014 

9/3/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Brian 

Anthony 


Acton 

CA 

00000 


thehaneyplace@sbcglobal.net 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin 


As  a  long  time  resident  of  Acton  I  am  writing  to  express  my  reservations 
regarding  the  planned  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail 
project. 

Construction  will  present  enviormental  hazards,  including  an  increase  of 
particulates  in  the  air,  a  major  cause  of  Valley  Fever.  A  member  of  my  family 
contracted  Valley  Fever  years  ago  and  almost  died;  the  proposed  HSR  routes 
would  literally  putting  our  lives  at  risk. 

Both  our  wells  and  our  underground  aquifier  systems  will  be  negatively 
impacted  and  in  some  cases  destroyed. 


Noise  and  vibration  pollution  will  have  a  detrimental  affect  on  pets  and 
wildlife. 


We  are  in  an  area  with  known  earthquake  faults,  construction  of  the  HSR  can 
cause  further  instability. 

The  High  Spped  Rail  Project  offers  no  benefit  or  upside  to  the  community  of 
Acton.  Property  values  are  going  to  be  drastically  lowered,  causing  financial 
ruin  for  many  and  even  further  degrading  our  quality  of  life. 

WHY  ISN'T  THE  ALTERNATIVE  CORRIDOR  THROUGH  THE  ANGELES 
NATIONAL  FOREST  BEING  ACTIVELY  PURSUED?  It  is  shorter,  more 
direct,  and  less  expensive  than  any  of  the  proposed  routes  that  would 
decimate  our  community.  WHO  IS  INSISTING  THE  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL 
COME  THOUGH  ACTON,  AND  WHY? 

I  do  not  know  who  planned  or  passed  these  proposed  routes,  but  I  am  sure 
they  do  not  live  in  Acton  or  Aqua  Dulce.  If  the  proposed  routes  went  through 
their  homes,  devalued  their  properties,  destroyed  their  community  and  put 
their  lives  at  risk,  I'm  sure  they  would  be  open  to  exploring  other  options. 

As  a  long  time  resident  I  strongly  oppose  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail 
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routes  through  Acton. 
Yours  Truly, 

Brian  Anthony 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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No 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin 


As  a  long  time  resident  of  Acton  I  am  writing  to  express  my  reservations 
regarding  the  planned  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail 
project. 

Construction  will  present  enviormental  hazards,  including  an  increase  of 
particulates  in  the  air,  a  major  cause  of  Valley  Fever.  Doing  the  Station  Fire  I 
contracted  Valley  Fever  years  ago  and  almost  died;  the  proposed  HSR  routes 
would  literally  putting  our  lives  at  risk. 

Both  our  wells  and  our  underground  aquifier  systems  will  be  negatively 
impacted  and  in  some  cases  destroyed. 


Noise  and  vibration  pollution  will  have  a  detrimental  affect  on  pets  and 
wildlife. 


We  are  in  an  area  with  known  earthquake  faults,  construction  of  the  HSR  can 
cause  further  instability. 

The  High  Spped  Rail  Project  offers  no  benefit  or  upside  to  the  community  of 
Acton.  Property  values  are  going  to  be  drastically  lowered,  causing  financial 
ruin  for  many  and  even  further  degrading  our  quality  of  life. 

WHY  ISN&#39;T  THE  ALTERNATIVE  CORRIDOR  THROUGH  THE 
ANGELES  NATIONAL  FOREST  BEING  ACTIVELY  PURSUED?  It  is  shorter, 
more  direct,  and  less  expensive  than  any  of  the  proposed  routes  that  would 
decimate  our  community.  WHO  IS  INSISTING  THE  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL 
COME  THOUGH  ACTON,  AND  WHY? 

I  do  not  know  who  planned  or  passed  these  proposed  routes,  but  I  am  sure 
they  do  not  live  in  Acton  or  Aqua  Dulce.  If  the  proposed  routes  went  through 
their  homes,  devalued  their  properties,  destroyed  their  community  and  put 
their  lives  at  risk,  l&#39;m  sure  they  would  be  open  to  exploring  other  options. 

As  a  long  time  resident  I  strongly  oppose  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail 
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routes  through  Acton. 
Yours  Truly 
Kim  Anthony 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #769  DETAIL 


Status  : 
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Submission  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Christine 

Last  Name  : 

Anthony 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

4064  Perlita  Ave 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

90039 

Telephone  : 

323  376  6463 

Email  : 

canthony2@sbcglobal.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  How  about  looking  into  spending  all  this  money  on  finding  a  way  of  getting 
water  from  the  wetter  north  to  the  parched  south.  Ridership  will  never  support 
the  system,  look  at  Metrolink's  current  stats  as  an  example,  it  will  always 
need  subsidies. 

Give  us  something  we'll  always  be  in  need  of:  water. 

Christine  Anthony 

4064  Perlita  Ave 

LA,  CA  90039 

323  376  6463 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Yes 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Theodore  Aquaro 
26029  Sombras  Ct. 
Valencia,  CA  91355 
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mi 


Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


95814335900 
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00000 
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There  are  so  many  logical  arguments  against  the  bullet  train.  You  donT 
consider  them. 


Please  consider  the  prospective  riders.  A  family  of  3  or  4  is  better  off 
using  their  own  car.  They  save  the  fare  cost,  and  the  need  to  obtain 
transportation  at  their  destination.  They  can  travel  within  their  own 
personal  time  frame.  All  this  is  worth  more  than  the  gasoline  cost. 


Your  latest  estimate  is  that  10  to  15  minutes  will  be  saved  on  a  Burbank  to 
Palmdale  trip.  For  this  small  time  savings  you  will  mortgage  the  stated 
funds.  I  doubt  the  prospective  ridership  wants  to  go  through  all  the 
inconvenience  of  a  train  trip  to  save  10  to  15  minutes. 

This  simple,  logical  thought  is  only  one  of  many  that  you  refuse  to 
consider. 


How  about  polling  the  populace  with  such  questions?  Give  us  the  truth  about 
the  fare  and  the  time,  the  frequency  of  the  train  scheduling  ?  I  donT 
think  you  dare  apply  transparency  to  the  bullet  train. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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kdfli  ki  taHmirLdi  di  ftlfftftt*  par*  ki  hh  Jip  d-i  pr*y*ciA  d*  Pdn_d>u  *.  n-urt.x^  d*t>*»  . . .  iniH  a  mi  t  ■  d>  mnn.  m  a  pi  ^ , 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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(  )  itf  II H  d  mk  A  E,  at  *  NT-1 1  El 


MDR  JAtfQir  I  HU  III  HL  ID\  IE  MJI  A  AU  11 1 1  N  I JLI  I  1  H  Ul  LI  Pill  HI  LI  PA  M  T  QIEE  I  I  E.imJUlU  UT  X  IVI  ■  IGJUn  t  E  N  El  El  P  HE  I  5 

iniri  dnxnnH  rn  I  hpi  r  TC.  j  mu  ij  N  TAl  TIMFOBAH  m  I  ur^riii  a  uei  F*l  T  i  L  |  PEL  mV  EL  DEL  FHaiFEtTG  G-E  PALM  DA  Ik  A  ItfRHAJtK. 
^IFAVOR  If  A  ID  Mil  IIPEflFIffl  FAIIPLI. 


U)  ^  (#» 

HhJC  OU  Hyk- 


,// 


d'ufii 

Clj^uLUO^i 


ca^\.a  L^cio 


.SOO.' j.  i»rK«v 

nF  -Sc—  ■  £  TfftY  S 

'  c  I  cfs,  ■  AJcfaf  ftjtr^cj/p 


^4^  ^’e5N  B  r  t */  ^ 


'4 


4 

*/4 

rfe-  Hhn-sffoTttj 


bTHAt  LU'E.STIhJiH  Ei  Li  CUfTABl  A  Vf  H  DJAECID  0  £ 


rri,  ,.,!<{  <MO  V\0  H I  ,£Je-  f&rH 

-£T OTt^Tti  ‘3 1  5i  *\  t  Ft 

DDE  £H  EL  IJiFnE  I &  trill  H  Ilf  EL  u  LL  NiiirELia/- 


IflUl  Ml  AKIC1S  A  NIC  ILI  N  A  L  4  ‘jr 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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PDfi  E'SUHim  lOi  TIMM  AMW  F  QMS  i*  *>  Hf  tf  CHI'*  N  Y  DUS  14  GWITMlP  VlR  DIP  I  Dl  D  0  &  EN  II  £4*HI& 

i  D  E  CL  .Hi  Tl  m  L I  u  h:  D(  IMPACTS  HlMJIE  Nf  AL 1 1  ftF  Q-R  M  C  DEL  IMPACTS  A.U.B  I  EN  TM I  DC  L  HI  V£  L  DEL  PROVE  CTO  DC  PiVLMD.il!  A  ClLlBlJAHH. 
PQJ1  r  IV  CJfl  'if  A  L  u  MUi  EiPE  flFlfL  PUlllLI. 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


Fatmdai*  a  Burbank 

Tvijcto  i k  Comentarfos  deAfcance 


WO  Mi  HI: 


LUG  Kit  £jL  ik  nnrm 


k-Dfe  tKVbfb  iHUiitm  ID1  lEbiAL  AMiiiEHTALf  t  QUI  H  rPILOCUiTA H  V  Q  if  E  LE  GlHTARlA  VEX  □  |  N  lainOj  ( M  |j,  I  In  J  EM 
tUrcL^BJi  cmrVPCturAcro  AHPrr:>fT  4UINF4>Fi,UEDX  IMPACT*  A.UJ  I E.  'i  T  A  Li  DCL  Him  DU  FROTTifitP  DE  fMMDAiE  A  ibd  m  b  h  rn  k 
TOR  FAVOR  IE  A  to  HAS  CIFCCI'FECO  PD  SIDLE. 


I  1  i  j-Jl  f  -J  * 

L\H  VU.7  C«>  >  t.u'-  f  I  w  * 1  ■ y 

tesnv  Ckttrc*  Mmiun '  X-WS  ve^/ 

sum  ^ku)  ia-  ik&F'  ^  X*  nT?  *i 

rfe  H  tsHin  flai?  'Suyu  ft  CO-ncL _ 


CO  MEN  1  Afl  lO  £  A  DIUO  N  ALE  i i 


WifJil  jL&  r  iu  p  AM  i  Hi-p  BSE  a  n  ■  *  Ail*  N^4FlliiU 

Fdr  llV4f>  pFAi*M*  ill  i  H^mr.l  ■■  I.,  l  <1*  *  Id- *,ni  *  -i>  I-  *™-t-  -*>ji-r1'P  -d  rn«l«  par  EQITl-f  ■111  fflTIT,U  lj  Pi*  pH  t  A  1 1 1  flld  □, 

TambN  ii  |iut^i  ■  h'iI-ii  mma  itm  an  I  ■■  I  ui  d-r  ■  Iv.ani.a  par  tiriH  ■  tltllink#  II  U  klmdili-  _foMr  b  inkd-liiF  .  r  j  .^ov 
T#dni  In*  ■  □  m+ pl*i  I  n  ■  tip  «|eaPI*  M  i  Tj  ll  HEllA-Tl  drll  pilfl'fl*  49  F-BlN-B  &J+  a  bUlhknb  Bafaih  prv  iihIbj-j-*  *nE«t  ri-+|  11  ,1 .  HJji>-kliji  dt  j  a  1 -A  . 


W: 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


e 


U.a.  IMflorlowfll 
cif  ThKttpprtJlt^iil 

f«(SeTni  Rniko&ri 
Adrmnuwttton 


PAGE  F.6-46 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1028  (Edgar  Armas,  August  29,  2014) 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1029  (Cynthia  Arndt,  August  24,  2014) 


Palmdale  hi  Ruebatik  Section 


NAME. 


MFFT1HC  LQCAiMK: 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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•  t-ji'.teii )•  '  ******  , 4 P L1 » '  / ,. £ C. ,i: .* 
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5TATFIVIDF 
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HSR:  Palmdafe/Burbank 


Cynthia  Arndt 


Couple  of  things  that  need  la  be  documented: 

The  Palm  dale  to  Burbank  route  is  not  desirable  nor  m  the  best  interest  of  the  CA  taxpayers, 

^Currently,  there  is  a  Metro] ink  mute  through  this  same  location  and  is  not  being  used  to 
capacity. 

*  Addition  a  fly,  it  is  well  known  and  documented  that  the  majority  of  rides  on  the  metrolink  DO 
NOT  pay  their  fare.  Fares  are  paid  by  an  honor  system  which  is  only  monitored  once  a  week. 
Again,  this  financial  burden  is  falling  on  the  law  abiding  taxpayers. 

•Most  importantly,  as  mentioned  by  the  HSR  rep,  Michelle  tioFhm,  the  fare  for  riding  one-way 
from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  is  estimated  to  be  30,-50.  dollars  each  way.  Seriously,  who  will  or 
can  afford  60,  100.  per  day  round  trip.  Who  is  the  HSR  rider?  Will  this  burden  again  be  placed 
on  the  taxpayers  along  with  huge  construction  overrides?  The  commuters  from  this  location 
do  not  use  meirolmk  fa  res  and  will  definitely  not  pay  HSR  fare  prices.  Keep  in  mind,  many  of 
the  commuters  are  in  construction  trades,  home  services,  etc  and  need  the  use  of  their 
vehicles  daily.. 

PLEASE  be  sensitive  when  making  decisions  that  impact  others,  financially  and  emotionally. 
These  decisions  made  impact  others  very  deeply  and  are  truly  life  changing  and  not  in  a  good 
way..,. 

As  a  mother  of  a  brain  tumor  (gbm)  cancer  mi  rad  e  survivor,  daughter  of  current  blood  cancer 
patient  and  a  newly  one-year  resident  of  Acton,  I  am  so  deeply  sadden  to  hear  of  the 
drlvo/push  for  the-  HSR  through  our  entire  Acton/Agua  PulCG  community,  which  I  feel  after 
reading  many  news  article  is  for  political  purpose,  pay  batiks  on  California  taxpayer  dollars. 

We  looked  long  and  hard  for  a  clean,  peaceful  place  to  call  homo  after  years  of  dealing  with 
serious,  stressful  situations.  We  only  moved  inLu  our  newly  renovated  Anon  home  In  April  of 
lh\s  year.  Spent  every  last  dime  making  this  home  our  last  with  hopes  to  retire  here  in  this 
tranquil  town  (my  husband  and  I  are  both  in  mid  SOS)*  To  my  shock  and  dismay  to  discover 
August  2014  m  the  Antelope  Valley  Press  newspaper  that  my  home  directly  within  the  new, 
HUGE,  study  area.  Pleasa  understand  the  HSR  has  now,  with  This  news,  devastated  nur  home 
value  and  created  their  own  moratorium  of  selling  homes  in  Acton.  How  irresponsible  and  in¬ 
human  of  the  HSR! 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #444  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Christi 

Ausherman 


00000 

chrisaush@yahoo.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  writing  this  letter  in  STRONG  opposition  of  a  bullet  train  being  built  from 

Burbank  to  Palmdale  with  the  currently  proposed  route.  My  reasons  are; 

It  will  interfere  with  water  resources,  free  flowing  rivers  and  natural  springs. 
This  area  is  one  of  few  remaining  travel  corridors  and  habitats  for  wildlife  and 
the  train  WILL  change  that  forever. 

EARTHquakes!  Really?!!!  Going  thru  a  mountain  with  several  fault  systems 
is  just  stupid.... 

People  go  to  the  mountains  all  the  time  for  fun  and  recreation,  this  will 
impact  that  greatly.  Also  the  flood  plain  part,  we  may  be  in  a  drought  now, 
but  eventually  this  area  will  flood!  The  area  is  subject  to  liquefaction. 

There  are  also  rare  and  endangered  species  including  mountain  lions, 
Nelson’s  bighorn  sheep,  mountain  yellow-legged  frogs,  Bell’s  Vireo  bird  and 
Santa  Ana  Suckers  in  this  area. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Christi 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #560  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kaarin 

Axelsen 


1 0620  Art  Street 

Shadow  Hills 

CA 

91040 

310-625-4246 

k_axelsen@msn.com 


Kaarin  Axelsen  Forester 

10620  Art  Street 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
310-625-4246 


August  28,  2014 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
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ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 


California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 


Southern  California  Regional  Office 


700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 


Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Via  email:  palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 


Re:  proposed  “alternative”  HSR  route 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  High  speed  Rail 
Authority’s  (HSR)  “alternative”  line  that  would  take  the  HSR  through  the 
mountains  via  tunnels  and  then  through  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  the  heart  of 
my 

community  of  Shadow  Hills.  I  believe  this 

it  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  have  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific 
map  that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and 
that 

puts  so  many  people  in  the  path  of  this  route. 

Shadow  Hills  is  a  largely  rural,  equestrian  community,  and  is  one  of  the 
last  such  areas  in  the  greater  Los  Angeles  area.  The  Hansen  Dam/Big 
Tujunga  Wash  area  is  a 

haven  of  natural  beauty  enjoyed  by  equestrians,  hikers,  cyclists,  and  many 
others  who  welcome  a  respite  from  noisy  and  crowded  urban  environment  of 
Los 

Angeles.  To  put  the  HSR  right  through 
this  oasis  would  effectively  destroy  it. 


As  a  general  concept,  I  am  in  favor  of  HSR  and  mass  transit 
in  general.  However,  such  projects  must 

not  be  allowed  to  destroy  the  few  natural  areas  that  we  have  in  Los 
Angeles.  In  addition  to  what  I  believe  would 

be  the  astronomical  economic  costs  associated  with  tunneling  through  the 
mountains,  there  are  myriad  environmental  obstacles  to  this  proposed  route. 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-56 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1033  (Kaarin  Axelsen,  August  28,  2014)  -  Continued 


The  original  route  along  the  established 

transportation  corridors  of  the  14  and  5  freeways  would  take  the  HSR  through 
commercial  and  industrial  areas.  This  is 

what  makes  sense,  from  an  economic,  environmental,  and  human  cost 
standpoint. 

Why  would  the  HSR  want  to  destroy  residential  communities  (Lake  View 
Terrace, 

Shadow  Hills)  and  natural  areas  when  there  is  another  route  that  is  already  in 
heavy  use  for  transportation  and  industry? 

It  makes  no  sense,  and  the  communities  impacted  will  not  stand  by  and 
allow  ourselves  to  be  literally  and  figuratively  thrown  under  this  train.  I 
sincerely  hope  that  the  HSR  will  reconsider 

this  “alternative”  proposal  and  revert  to  the  original  route.  Thank  you  for  your 
time  and  attention. 


Best  Regards, 


Kaarin  Axelsen  Forester 


Cc:  Councilman  Felipe 

Fuentes 


Supervisor 
Mike  Antonovich 


Supervisor 
Zev  Yaroslavsy 


Mayor  Eric 
Garcetti 


Assemblyman 
Raul  Bocanegra 


Congressman 
Adam  Schiff 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #510  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jacki 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 

Ayer 

Address  : 

2010  West  Avenue  K 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

701 

City  : 

Lancaster 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93536 

Telephone  : 

949-278-8460 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

airspecial@aol.com 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Dear  Ms.  Perez  and  Mr.  McLoughlin 

Attached  please  find  (in  pdf  format)  scoping  comments  submitted  pursuant  to 
the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  project  which  are  timely  filed  in 
accordance  with  instructions  provided  at  various  joint  FRA/CHSRA  scoping 
meetings.  The  attached  comments  address  3  issues  that  are  of  key 
importance  to  the  Community  of  Acton:  high  speed  train  noise  impacts, 

CEQA/NEPA  compliance,  and  residential  well  impacts.  Separate  files 
addressing  each  of  these  individual  topics  are  submitted  with  this  email 
communication.  To  ensure  my  comments  are  properly  communicated  to  both 
the  FRA  and  the  CHSRA,  1  am  submitting  them  to  both  of  the  email 
addresses  listed  in  the  FRA  NOI.  If  you  have  any  questions,  or  are  unable  to 
open  the  attached,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  at  (949)  278-8460. 

Regards 

Jacqueline  Ayer 

2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

Lancaster,  CA  93536 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Yes 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

Attachments  : 

noise_comments.pdf  (775  kb) 

Well_impact_comments.pdf  (257  kb) 

CEQA_NEPA_comments.pdf  (728  kb) 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK 
HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

The  three  essential  elements  of  the  Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  noise  impact 
assessment  are: 

1.  Quantify  train  noise  level  projections  using  computer  modeling  based  on  train 
configuration,  operating  parameters,  and  sound  propagation  conditions. 

2.  Develop  noise  descriptors  to  assess  noise  impacts  and  establish  impact  criteria  and 
apply  these  results  to  project  area  data  to  ascertain  the  location  and  number  of  receivers 
for  whom  the  project  presents  potentially  "severe"  or  "significant"  adverse  impacts. 

3.  Apply  impact  mitigation  measures  and  ascertain  the  extent  to  which  significant  impacts 
are  reduced. 

Comments,  concerns,  and  recommendations  regarding  each  of  these  elements  of  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  noise  impact  study  are  addressed  separately  below.  In 
addition,  a  brief  discussion  of  issues  unique  to  Acton  are  provided 


1.  HIGH  SPEED  TRAIN  NOISE  LEVEL  PROJECTIONS 

The  high  speed  train  noise  estimation  methods  employed  by  FRA/HSRA  are  set  forth  in 
detail  in  Chapters  4  and  5  of  the  FRA's  "High  Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Manual"  published  in  September  2012.  These  methods  consider  various 
locational  and  operational  parameters  that  contribute  to  the  high  speed  train  Sound 
Exposure  Level  ("SEL"]  that  is  experienced  at  any  given  location.  The  manual  is  written  in 
a  simple  and  straightforward  manner  and  it  directs  that  equations  (provided  in  Table  5-4] 
be  reconciled  with  applicable  train  parameters  (provided  in  Table  5-2]  to  project  sound 
levels  generated  by  a  high  speed  train  operated  under  the  expected  conditions. 
Notwithstanding  the  erroneous  value  for  lenref  that  is  provided  in  Table  5-2  for  the 
propulsion  subsource  component  of  EMU  trains  (the  value  should  be  73,  not  634],  the  SEL 
calculation  methods  provided  in  the  manual  can  easily  be  used  by  the  public  to  assess  the 
accuracy  of  FRA's/HSRA's  noise  profile  results  and  (by  extension]  the  validity  of 
FRA's/HSRA's  noise  impact  analysis.  Unfortunately,  the  public  has  not  been  able  to 
perform  these  assessments  on  previous  environmental  impact  studies  prepared  by 
FRA/HSRA  because  these  studies  failed  to  provide  the  information  necessary  for  such 
analyses.  For  example,  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR  failed  to  provide  information  such  as  the 
number  and  length  of  power  units  and  the  length  of  passenger  cars  in  the  modeled  trainset, 
so  the  subsource  SEL  value  at  50  feet  could  not  be  calculated.  Similarly,  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  failed  to  provide  shielding  and  ground  effect  data  for  any  location  along  the 
corridor,  so  it  is  impossible  to  calculate  any  SEL  at  any  distance  for  any  location.  Even  if 
some  of  this  information  had  been  provided  so  that  members  of  the  public  could  "spot 
check"  the  calculated  SEL  results  for  at  least  some  locations,  there  is  nothing  to  compare 
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these  calculated  values  against  because  FRA/HSRA  failed  to  publish  any  of  the  actual  high 
speed  noise  levels  computed  by  the  noise  prediction  model! ! !  All  of  these  omissions  are 
explicitly  contrary  to  the  instructions  provided  by  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  states  that  the  environmental  impact  analysis  must  list  the  data  that  is  input 
to  the  noise  prediction  model,  and  it  must  provide  a  detailed  accounting  of  predicted  noise 
levels  resulting  from  the  high  speed  rail  project  (See  Page  11-2). 

FRA/HSRA  has  not  provided  any  noise  prediction  levels  in  any  of  the  EIR/EIS  documents 
prepared  to  date.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  has  plotted  “dots"  which  identify  locations  where  the 
calculated  difference  between  the  predicted  “cumulative"  noise  level  (averaged  over  24 
hours)  and  the  existing  “cumulative"  noise  level  exceed  specific  threshold  values  (see  for 
example  Figures  7-2  to  7-5  of  the  Technical  Noise  Study  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS).  The  plain  language  contained  in  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  clearly 
directs  FRA/HSRA  to  provide  the  actual  noise  levels  that  are  predicted  by  the  high  speed 
train  noise  model;  it  does  NOT  allow  this  requirement  to  be  satisfied  by  mere  “dot  plots"  of 
locations  where  differences  between  24-hour  averaged  “project"  noise  levels  and  “existing" 
noise  levels  meet  some  pre-established  threshold.  These  omissions  (which  constitute 
substantial  deficiencies)  are  unacceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton  and  must  not  occur  in 
the  environmental  impact  analysis  that  is  conducted  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment. 
FRA/HSRA  must  provide  contour  maps  of  actual  sound  exposure  levels  (SELs)  in  10  dBA 
increments  that  range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton.  In  addition,  and  consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA's 
2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  FRA/HSRA  shall  provide  relevant  noise  model  inputs 
(including  sound  propagation  parameters  that  properly  reflect  that  G=0  throughout  most 
of  Acton)  which  will  enable  the  public  to  confirm  at  least  some  of  the  SEL  values  that  are 
projected.  Of  particular  concern  is  projected  pantograph  noise  levels  that  can  exceed  100 
dBA,  and  which  occur  high  (16  ft)  on  the  train  and  are  therefore  not  effectively  shielded  by 
the  12  foot  sound  barriers  typically  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  to  mitigate  sound  impacts. 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
“direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  “direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  “occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment. 
The  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to  produce  such  information  in  previous 
environmental  reviews  is  irrelevant;  previous  compliance  failures  do  not  justify  future 
compliance  failures.  The  best  way  to  disclose  this  information  is  to  provide  high  speed 
train  noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  which  range  from 
the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less.  In  prior  environmental  assessments,  FRA  and  HSRA 
have  only  reported  the  locations  at  which  calculated  24-hour  “average"  noise  parameters 
exceeded  established  thresholds.  These  calculated  24-hour  “average"  noise  results  (which 
were  not  published  either)  combined  existing  ambient  noise  data  with  projected  high 
speed  train  noise  data  to  derive  some  sort  of  “cumulative"  noise  impact.  While  this  24-hour 
“average"  value  may  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of  indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a 
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cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  must  also  be  considered  under  CEQA],  it  does  not,  by  dny 
Stretch  of  the  imagination ,  represent  the  “direct  effects"  of  the  high  speed  train  which  occur 
only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train  passes  by.  FRA's 
continual  violations  of  NEPA  and  HSRA's  continual  violations  of  CEQA  will  not  be  tolerated 
by  the  community  of  Acton,  which  demands  that  actual  noise  levels  be  provided  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS. 

In  addition  to  the  deficiencies  noted  above,  there  are  additional  concerns  with  the 
procedures  that  FRA/HSRA  implemented  in  previous  environmental  studies  to  establish 
sound  propagation  rates  and  identify  appropriate  screening  distances  and  noise  study 
areas.  According  to  Figure  7-1  of  the  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  for 
the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  appears  that  FRA/HSRA  assume  a  “soft-ground"  propagation 
rate  in  which  sound  attenuation  occurs  at  approximately  4.5  dBA  per  distance  doubling. 
This  attenuation  rate  is  NOT  appropriate  for  the  community  of  Acton,  which  (as  a  desert 
community]  has  very  little  vegetation  cover  in  most  areas.  A  maximum  attenuation  rate  of 
3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate  for  Acton.  It  also  appears  that  this  “soft 
ground"  propagation  rate  was  used  to  establish  impact  screening  distances  and  study  areas 
necessary  for  ensuring  proper  identification  of  all  impacted  receivers.  According  to  the 
Merced-Fresno  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report",  a  screening  distance  of  2,500  feet 
from  the  proposed  alignment  was  established  based  on  specific  “project  factors".  However, 
the  study  failed  to  specify  these  “project  factors".  Some  factors  (such  as  train  speed]  are 
obvious,  but  others  are  not.  In  any  event,  FRA/HSRA  must  not  assume  a  4.5  dBA  per 
distance  doubling  “soft-ground"  propagation  rate  in  determining  appropriate  screening 
distances  for  Acton,  since  a  3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate.  Additionally, 
the  assumptions  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  in  determining  screening  distances,  noise 
projections,  sound  propagation,  etc.,  must  be  clearly  and  thoroughly  documented  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  noise  impact  study  to  such  an  extent  that  it  will  allow  members  of  the 
public  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  results  that  are  reported. 

2.  FRA/  HSR  A  NOISE  DESCRIPTORS  AND  IMPACT  CRITERIA 

FRA/HSRA  address  high  speed  train  noise  effects  using  3  different  “noise  descriptors",  each 
of  which  has  a  “severe"  impact  criterion  that  is  used  to  establish  whether  or  not  the  effect  is 
significant.  The  primary  descriptor  (used  to  assess  human  impacts]  relies  on  the  principal 
of  averaging  cumulative  sound  exposure  levels  over  a  24  hour  period,  and  the  impact 
criteria  associated  with  this  descriptor  is  similarly  averaged.  A  secondary  descriptor 
(referred  to  as  noise  “onset  rate"]  addresses  potential  startle  effects;  FRA/HSRA  considers 
this  noise  effect  to  be  “informational"  only  and  its  associated  impacts  are  not  actually 
assessed.  The  third  descriptor  addresses  noise  impacts  on  animals.  Each  of  these  noise 
descriptors  and  their  associated  impact  criteria  are  discussed  below  (along  with  the 
attending  problems  and  deficiencies  they  present]. 

2.1  Primary  High  Speed  Rail  Noise  Descriptor. 

The  primary  noise  descriptor  adopted  by  the  FRA/HSRA  employs  a  noise  “averaging" 
model  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  a  high  speed  rail  project  will  create  significant 
cumulative  noise  impacts  on  human  populations,  and  it  ostensibly  establishes  the  noise 
impacts  experienced  by  an  individual  on  average  over  a  24-hour  period  at  a  particular 
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location1.  This  24-hour  averaging  noise  impact  approach  has  been  employed  in  the  United 
States  for  decades  to  assess  noise  effects  of  conventional  locomotives  with  operating 
speeds  below  125  mph.  This  24  hour  averaging  parameter  is  referred  to  as  "The  Day  Night 
Sound  Level"  (Ldn]  and  it  does  not  represent  actual  noise  events,  rather  it  "dilutes"  these 
noise  events  by  averaging  them  in  with  other  noise  events  that  occur  over  a  24-hour 
period. 

Ldn  values  are  calculated  for  a  particular  receiver  location  by  reconciling  the  calculated  high 
speed  train  SEL  results  at  that  location  (described  above)  with  system  operating  data  (such 
as  the  number  of  trains  per  day)  and  "shielding”  parameters  (if  applicable).  The  Ldn  value 
calculated  at  a  particular  receiver  location  is  then  compared  to  actual  existing  Ldn  levels 
(measured  at  representative  receiver  locations  under  existing  [non-project]  conditions).  If 
the  difference  between  these  Ldn  values  meets  or  exceeds  the  "severe"  impact  criterion,  the 
noise  impact  at  that  particular  location  is  deemed  "severe".  Areas  where  "severe"  impacts 
occur  are  flagged  for  potential  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  project  noise  impacts. 

Ldn  fails  to  properly  characterize  significant  noise  events  that  are  created  by  frequent,  220 
mph  high  speed  train  trips,  therefore  FRA's  and  HSRA's  reliance  on  Ldn  as  the  metric  for 
determining  "significance"  or  "severity"  of  noise  impacts  attributed  to  high  speed  train 
operation  is  misplaced.  The  fact  is,  sound  levels  generated  by  trains  operating  at  these 
speeds  can  be  more  than  20  dBA  higher  (and  therefore  4  times  louder)  than  conventional 
locomotives2,  and  they  occur  with  much  more  suddenness  due  to  high  train  speeds.  Worse 
yet,  the  frequency  at  which  these  sound  events  occur  is  also  higher;  high  speed  train  trips 
through  Acton  are  expected  to  exceed  20  per  hour3,  which  is  significantly  greater  than 
conventional  train  travel  rates.  Ldn  fails  to  accurately  represent  the  significant  noise 
impacts  created  by  these  rapid,  frequent,  high  dBA  "peak"  noise  events  because  it  masks 
their  significance  by  averaging  them  over  a  24  hour  time  period,  thereby  rendering  them 
insignificant. 

This  is  illustrated  in  Table  1,  which  presents  Ldn  as  a  function  of  train  traffic  volume  at  a 
location  where  the  actual  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL)  is  90  dBA.  To  an  individual  at  this 
location,  what  is  heard  is  louder  than  a  jackhammer  operating  50  feet  away4.  The  traffic 
volumes  considered  in  Table  1  range  from  one  train  every  10  minutes  to  one  train  every  30 
seconds.  Obviously,  the  impact  of  being  constantly  exposed  to  90  dBA  noise  levels  every  1- 
3  minutes  is  substantially  greater  than  being  exposed  every  10  minutes;  under  such 
circumstances,  one  could  not  have  a  conversation,  read,  think,  or  reasonably  function.  Yet, 
incredibly,  the  value  of  Ldn  is  nearly  the  same  for  both  these  circumstances.  In  other  words, 
the  value  of  Ldn  hardly  changes  at  all,  even  when  train  volumes  increase  by  a  factor  of  10. 
Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  that  Ldn  misrepresents  a  90  dBA  sound  events  as  being  at 
least  4  times  quieter  than  they  actually  are  (noting  that  every  10  dBA  increase  in  sound 
level  will  actually  doubles  the  sound  volume).  This  gives  a  disingenuously  false 
representation  of  actual  noise  events.  As  Table  1  demonstrates,  Ldn  intrinsically  fails  to 
accurately  represent  "actual"  noise  events,  and  is  therefore  insufficient  to  establish  the 
noise  impacts  of,  and  appropriate  mitigation  measures  for,  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
project.  The  HSRA  is  reminded  that  CEQA  requires  consideration  of  actual  impacts 
resulting  from  actual  project  noise  conditions  rather  than  contrived  and  watered  down 
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representations  of  24-hour  average  noise  estimations.  In  other  words,  the  high  speed  rail 
project  will  expose  Acton  residents  to  frequent,  100  dBA  noise  events  which  are  40-60  dBA 
higher  than  current  noise  conditions,  therefore  CEQA  demands  that  the  actual  impacts 
generated  by  these  actual  conditions  be  assessed  in  HSRA's  environmental  review;  Ldn  is 
insufficient  for  this  purpose. 


Table  1.  Ldn  Variations  as  a  Function  of  Train  Passing  Rate. 


Daytime  Trains  per  hour 

Nighttime  Trains  per  hour 

Ldn 

6  (one  every  10  minutes] 

2 

64 

20  (one  every  3  minutes] 

2 

67 

60  (one  every  minute] 

2 

69 

120  (one  every  30  seconds] 

2 

73 

Based  on  an  SEL  of  90  &b  no  excess  shielding  from  trees/  buildings  (appropriate  for  Acton] 


The  fact  that  FRA  has  historically  relied  upon  Ldn  to  assess  noise  impacts  of  conventional 
locomotive  systems  that  operate  at  speeds  less  than  125  mph  is  irrelevant,  and  it  certainly 
does  not  provide  any  basis  for  using  Ldn  to  ascertain  noise  impacts  of  220  mph  train 
systems.  The  propulsion  and  mechanical  sound  profiles  generated  by  conventional 
locomotives  are  substantially  lower  than  the  aerodynamic  sound  profiles  generated  by  high 
speed  trains  operating  at  220  mph5.  Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  the  lower  speed  of 
conventional  locomotives  limits  the  frequency  with  which  conventional  locomotives  can 
run  (in  terms  of  trains  per  day],  thus  high  speed  train  traffic  volumes  are  many  times 
greater  than  conventional  train  systems.  In  other  words,  21st  century  high  speed  trains 
present  significantly  higher  sound  exposure  levels  and  run  far  more  often  than  19th  century 
conventional  locomotives.  Despite  these  remarkable  differences,  and  without  any 
engineering  justification  or  efficacy  studies,  the  FRA  has  simply  chosen  to  evaluate  high 
speed  train  noise  impacts  using  the  same  old  24  hour  averaging  model  that  it  has  used  for 
decades  on  slower,  quieter,  less  frequent  and  significantly  less  impactful  conventional  train 
systems.  Clearly,  this  is  inappropriate,  given  that  the  24  hour  average  noise  exposure 
model  (Ldn]  perceives  very  little  difference  between  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once 
every  10  minutes  and  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once  every  minute. 

FRA/HSRA  use  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  to  not  only  determine  high  speed  train 
noise  impacts,  but  also  to  determine  the  threshold  at  which  these  impacts  are  deemed 
"severe".  The  24-hour  average  noise  impact  thresholds  of  significance  adopted  by 
FRA/HSRA  (which  are  also  referred  to  as  "Noise  Impact  Criteria"]  are  depicted  in  Figures  3- 
1  and  3-21  of  the  FRA's  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual.  These  noise  impact  criteria  are 
particularly  troubling  to  Acton,  which  is  a  relatively  remote  community  that  has  a 
predominantly  quiet  sound  profile.  Existing  noise  levels  in  Acton  (expressed  in  terms  of 
Ldn]  that  occur  near  the  proposed  high  speed  train  corridors  are  on  the  order  of  45  dBA. 
Some  areas  of  Acton  are  so  quiet  that  conversations  can  be  heard  at  a  distance  of  half  a 
mile!  Yet,  according  to  the  established  "Noise  Impact  Criteria",  FRA/HSRA  does  not 
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consider  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  in  these  areas  to  be  "significant"  or  "severe"  unless 
they  increase  the  Ldn  value  BY  15  dBA,  which  corresponds  to  a  3-fold  increase  over  Acton's 
existing  average  sound  profile6.  According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  manual,  this 
significant  impact  threshold  was  established  based  on  data  presented  in  Figure  A-4  (which 
only  addresses  urban  environments  and  is  therefore  not  relevant  to  Acton)  and  Figure  A-5, 
which  ostensibly  indicates  "the  lowest  threshold  where  impact  start  to  occur"  [See  pg  A- 
14].  FRA  concludes  (from  Figure  A-5)  that  "there  are  very  few  people  highly  annoyed 
when  the  Ldn  is  50  dBA,  and  that  an  increase  in  Ldn  from  50  to  55  dBA  results  in  an  average 
of  2  percent  more  people  highly  annoyed".  This  conclusion  is  drawn  from  a 
mathematically  "fitted"  response  curve  that  overlays  Figure  A-5  and  is  supposed  to 
represent  the  data  points  that  are  plotted  therein.  However,  inspection  of  the  fitted 
response  curve  and  the  data  plotted  in  the  range  of  interest  (40-55  dBA)  reveals  that,  for 
this  data  range,  the  curve  is  so  substantially  biased  that  it  introduces  an  unacceptable  level 
of  error  and  is  therefore  mathematically  invalid.  Simply  put,  FRA's  conclusion  is 
mathematically  insupportable.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that,  for  Ldn  <55,  most  of  the 
data  points  lie  significantly  above  the  curve,  and  in  fact  only  one  data  point  lies  below  the 
curve.  The  substantial  error  in  Figure  A-5  within  the  40-55  dBA  range  of  interest 
completely  invalidates  FRA's  conclusion  that  an  Ldn  increase  from  50  to  55  dBA  is  "the 
lowest  threshold  where  impacts  start  to  occur". 

What  Figure  A- 14  clearly  shows  is  that,  for  people  who  live  in  quiet  environments  like 
Acton  (where  existing  Ldn  values  are  less  than  50  dBA),  upwards  of  10  percent  (and 
certainly  far  more  than  2  percent)  of  people  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if  Ldn  sound 
levels  increase  by  as  little  as  5  dBA.  This  is  not  surprising;  people  move  to  communities 
like  Acton  specifically  because  they  want  to  escape  the  noise  and  bustle  of  urban  and 
suburban  areas,  and  they  do  indeed  become  "highly  annoyed"  when  the  noise  level  is 
suddenly  increased  to  a  range  commensurate  with  suburban  living  (i.e.  60  dBA).  Stated 
more  clearly,  a  substantial  portion  of  Acton's  population  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if 
the  Ldn  increases  by  even  5  dBA.  This  is  a  fact  made  clearly  evident  by  the  data  presented 
in  Figure  A-5.  For  this  reason,  the  FRA  Noise  Impact  Criteria  depicted  in  Figures  3-1  and  3- 
2  of  the  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual  are  not  appropriate  for  Acton,  and  they  are 
certainly  not  mathematically  supportable.  To  be  consistent  with  the  data  presented  in 
Figure  A-5,  the  FRA/HSRA  should  adopt  a  "severe"  impact  Ldn  noise  criterion  of  5  dBA  for 
all  areas  in  which  the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

Even  if  we  pretend  for  a  moment  that  FRA's  assumptions  are  valid  regarding  50  dBA  being 
the  lowest  annoyance  level  (it  isn't)  and  5  dBA  representing  only  a  2%  increase  in 
annoyance  (it  doesn't);  these  erroneous  assumptions  still  do  not  justify  FRA's 
determination  that,  for  quiet  communities  like  Acton,  incremental  noise  increases  are  not 
deemed  "severe"  until  they  reach  15  dBA  on  average.  FRA  provides  absolutely  no  data  to 
support  this  outrageous  determination,  which  must  be  abandoned  in  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  HSR  EIR/EIS. 

It  is  also  noted  that  a  key  element  that  is  missing  from  all  FRA/HSRA  noise  impact 
assessments  is  a  consideration  of  the  actual  sound  level  increases  that  high  speed  trains 
create.  This  is  specifically  contrary  to  noise  assessment  and  impact  procedures  adopted  by 
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high  speed  rail  agencies  outside  the  United  States.  The  calculation  procedures  presented  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  clearly  demonstrate  that  noise  levels  outside  the 
high  speed  train  right-of-way  width  will  commonly  exceed  100  dBA  and  do  so  with  great 
frequency  (up  to  20  times  per  hour],  yet  the  very  real  impacts  created  by  these  significant 
noise  events  (such  as  sleep  disorders,  inattentiveness,  etc.]  are  completely  ignored  in  every 
environmental  assessment  that  is  performed.  In  fact,  prior  environmental  reviews 
conducted  by  FRA/HSRA  have  gone  to  great  lengths  to  avoid  reporting  any  Sound  Exposure 
Levels  (SEL]  for  high  speed  trains  even  though  this  is  precisely  the  information  that  is  of 
primary  interest  to  the  public!  For  example,  the  only  instance  in  which  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  even  considers  “actual"  sound  exposure  levels  is  in  the  discussion  of  “animal 
impacts",  and  that  analysis  was  cursory  at  best.  Residents  in  the  communities  of  Fresno, 
Merced  and  Bakersfield  have  not  been  provided  any  information  regarding  the  actual  noise 
levels  that  they  will  be  forced  to  endure.  This  is  not  acceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton, 
which  must  be  provided  a  full  and  complete  picture  of  the  actual  sound  exposure  levels  that 
will  be  occur  along  all  of  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 

2.2  Onset  Rate 

Despite  its  reliance  on  a  24  hour  averaging  method  to  determine  the  “significance"  of  high 
speed  train  impacts,  FRA  acknowledges  that  “The  presence  of  a  high-speed  rail  system  in 
close  proximity  to  homes  may  result  in  a  new  noise  unlike  other  existing  sources  of 
community  noise",  and  further  acknowledges  that  this  new  noise  exposure  can  be 
characterized  “by  sudden  onset  of  high  noise  levels  for  a  short  duration"7.  FRA  cites 
research  done  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  which  indicates  that  a  “startle"  effect  occurs  for  noise 
onset  rates  as  low  as  15  dBA/second8  FRA's  own  data  clarify  that,  for  steel  wheel  systems 
operated  at  220  mph  (which  are  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment],  a  15 
dBA/second  noise  onset  rate  can  occur  within  100  ft  of  the  train  corridor  9  Nonetheless, 
FRA  has  declared  (without  citing  any  studies  or  actual  evidence]  that  a  30  dBA/second 
noise  onset  rate  will  be  the  basis  upon  which  “startle"  effects  will  be  considered 
significant10  even  though  such  an  assumption  is  inconsistent  with,  and  substantially  more 
than,  published  studies.  Of  equal  concern  is  the  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  consider  data  relevant 
to  “startle"  effects  to  be  informational  only11,  which  means  that  “startle"  effects  are  not 
considered  to  be  a  legitimate  element  of  any  high  speed  rail  noise  impact  assessment  or 
mitigation  effort.  In  other  words,  FRA/HSRA  acknowledge  that  “startle"  effects  present  a 
new  and  significant  noise  impact  that  is  unique  to  high  speed  rail  systems,  but  do  not 
intend  to  consider  the  “startle"  effect  to  be  as  an  actual  impact  which  requires  mitigation. 
This  is  not  surprising,  given  FRA's/HSRA's  intractable  (and  inappropriate]  commitment  to 
using  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  “Ldn"  model  to  establish  high  speed  train  noise  impacts. 
The  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  does  not  (and  cannot]  accommodate  “startle"  effect 
and  rapid  onset  rate  impacts,  so  FRA/HSRA  simply  disregards  these  impacts  based  on  an 
arbitrary  (and  technically  insupportable]  impact  threshold  of  30  dBA/second  rather  than 
the  15  dBA/second  threshold  supported  by  published  studies.  The  30  dBA/second  noise 
“Onset  Rate"  threshold  is  inadequate  and  technically  insupportable,  therefore  the 
Community  of  Acton  demands  that  1]  An  onset  rate  significance  threshold  of  15 
dBA/second  be  established  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment,  and  2]  The  areas  where 
high  speed  train  noise  models  indicate  a  15  dBA/second  onset  rate  will  occur  must  be 
clearly  mapped  for  all  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 
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2.3  Animal  Impacts 

FRA  admits  that  it  has  not  established  any  "criteria  relating  high  speed  train  noise  and 
animal  behavior"  though  it  acknowledges  that  high  speed  train  noise  characteristics  "are 
similar  to  low  overflights  of  aircraft",  and  that  such  noises  "can  have  a  disturbing  effect  on 
both  domestic  livestock  and  wildlife"12 .  FRA  further  admits  that  hearing  in  animals  differs 
from  hearing  in  humans,  thus  it  may  not  be  appropriate  to  establish  noise  impacts  on 
animals  via  the  "A-weighting"  approach  implicit  in  FRA's  noise  impact  assessment 
procedures13.  Nonetheless,  and  despite  the  fact  that  "Long-term  effects  [of  noise  on 
livestock  and  wildlife]  continue  to  be  a  matter  of  speculation"  and  the  lack  of  sound 
weighting  data  "established  for  representing  the  hearing  characteristics"  of  animals,  FRA 
has  adopted  "interim"  criteria  for  establishing  high  speed  rail  noise  effects  on  animals,  and 
declared  that  these  "interim"  criteria  are  to  be  used  until  "further  research  results  are 
known" 14.  The  problems  with  this  approach  are  almost  too  numerous  to  count,  not  the 
least  of  which  is  that  FRA  has  been  using  this  "interim  criteria"  for  more  than  10  years,  and 
has  failed  to  conduct  any  of  the  research  needed  to  properly  establish  an  accurate  and 
responsive  approach  for  determining  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  on  animals15. 

FRA  has  shirked  its  duties  and  abdicated  a  fundamental  responsibility  by  failing  to  develop 
an  appropriate  means  for  assessing  and  mitigating  this  high  speed  train  noise  impact. 
Rather  than  properly  developing  appropriate  noise  impact  criteria  for  animals,  FRA  has 
merely  "borrowed"  the  100  dBA  SEL  criteria  developed  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  without  any 
consideration  of  whether  the  Air  Force  criteria  is  even  applicable  to  high  speed  rail 
operation!  For  the  record,  it  is  not.  The  Air  Force  established  the  100  dBA  SEL  for  turkeys 
experiencing  occasional  low  aircraft  overflights  that  do  not  occur  continuously  or  at  the 
same  frequency  as  high  speed  rail  systems16.  In  other  words,  the  low  aircraft  overflights 
considered  in  the  Air  Force  turkey  study  do  not  occur  272  times  per  day,  every  day  of  every 
week  of  every  year  (which  is  the  high  speed  train  schedule  proposed  for  the  Burbank- 
Palmdale  section17),  so  it  is  clearly  inappropriate  to  rely  on  this  study  as  the  basis  for 
developing  a  high  speed  rail  noise  impact  threshold  for  all  animals.  More  to  the  point,  a 
turkey's  response  to  infrequent  and  unscheduled  100  dBA  noise  events  is  not  in  any  way 
representative  of  all  animal  responses  to  frequent  (272  times  per  day)  noise  events  that 
will  exceed  100  dBA.  This  fact  is  made  clear  in  the  FRA's  2012  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  clarifies  that  mammals  will  break  and  run  at  noise  levels  as  low  as  77  dBA18. 
The  failure  of  FRA/HSRA  to  establish  an  effective  means  of  assessing  high  speed  train  noise 
impacts  on  animals  is  a  matter  of  substantial  concern  in  Acton,  which  is  not  only  an 
equestrian  community  (whose  residents  ride  extensively  throughout  the  proposed  HSR 
corridors)  but  also  has  numerous  and  extensive  agricultural  and  animal  rescue  facilities 
which  accommodate  a  wide  range  of  domestic  and  wild  animals  including  horses,  cows, 
chickens,  sheep,  tigers,  llamas,  emus,  etc. 

To  address  these  failures,  FRA/HSRA  must  provide  accurate  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL) 
contour  maps  for  each  of  the  high  speed  rail  corridors  proposed  in  the  community  of  Acton. 
Some  horses  are  exceptionally  skittish,  and  will  react  in  panic  at  noise  levels  that  are  quite 
low  (in  fact,  FRA's  own  data  establishes  that  sounds  as  low  as  77  dBA  will  cause  antelope  to 
run).  Therefore,  these  SEL  maps  must  be  sufficiently  detailed  to  enable  Acton  residents  to 
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ascertain  where  it  may  be  unsafe  or  inappropriate  to  ride  their  horses  or  establish  other 
equestrian  or  animal  uses  based  on  their  own  knowledge  of  their  animal's  intrinsic 
temperament.  At  a  minimum,  noise  contours  for  the  community  of  Acton  must  be  provided 
in  10  dBA  increments  and  extend  to  areas  where  the  SEL  =  60  dBA.  Notably,  FRA/HSRA 
have  not  developed  SEL  contour  maps  in  any  of  the  environmental  impact  studies  that 
have  been  completed  to  date  (including  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  the  Fresno- 
Bakersfield  EIR/EIS).  When  I  asked  an  FRA/HSRA  engineer  at  a  recent  scoping  meeting 
why  SEL  maps  were  not  included  in  prior  HSR  environmental  reviews,  I  was  told  that  "they 
are  not  required  by  the  Manual".  The  engineer  who  made  this  statement  is  very  much 
mistaken;  the  2012  FRA  Manual  clearly  requires  that  high  speed  train  impact  assessments 
must  include  tabulated  noise  prediction  results  that  are  also  illustrated  by  "contours,  cross 
sections,  or  shaded  mapping"  [See  page  11-2]. 

3.  NOISE  MITIGATION 

For  areas  in  which  modeling  results  indicate  "severe"  project  noise  impacts  will  occur, 
FRA/HSRA  is  supposed  to  implement  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  noise  levels. 

According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  (which  addresses  federal  NEPA 
issues),  the  need  for  mitigation  depends  on  the  magnitude  of  the  impact,  cost,  and  other 
factors.  CEQA  imposes  different  mitigation  requirements,  and  in  fact  mitigation  measures 
and/or  project  alternatives  that  successfully  reduce  significant  impacts  while  achieving 
most  project  objectives  must  be  implemented  unless  it  can  be  conclusively  demonstrated 
(by  substantial  evidence)  that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation 
measures  will  make  the  entire  project  financially  infeasible.  Since  the  high  speed  train 
project  proposed  by  the  HSRA  is  subject  to  CEQA,  the  more  stringent  mitigation/project 
alternative  requirement  applies. 

A  number  of  problems  have  been  found  with  the  manner  in  which  FRA/HSRA  addressed 
noise  mitigation  measures  in  previous  impact  assessments.  For  example,  in  the  "Noise  and 
Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  is  impossible  for 
the  reader  to  ascertain  the  actual  level  of  noise  mitigation  that  was  achieved  by  the  limited 
number  of  12  foot  sound  barriers  which  were  proposed.  The  Technical  Report  first  maps 
the  locations  where  noise  mitigation  measures  could  be  applied  (Figures  8-1  to  8-4).  Then, 
it  maps  (in  Figures  8-5  to  8-8)  where  potential  sound  barriers  could  be  deployed  (without 
explaining  how  or  why  these  elements  differ).  Then  the  Technical  study  lists  the  sound 
barrier  lengths  that  would  be  "cost-effective",  the  number  of  "severe"  impact  reductions 
that  would  be  achieved  by  these  sound  barriers,  and  the  number  of  "severe"  impacts  that 
would  remain  (Tables  8-1  to  8-5).  Then,  in  Tables  8-5  to  8-13,  the  Technical  Report  lists 
additional  details  about  the  "cost  effective"  barriers  and  again  identifies  the  number  of 
"severe"  impacts  remaining.  One  obvious  problem  with  this  information  is  that  the  values 
reported  for  residual  "severe"  impacts  in  Tables  8-1  to  8-5  don't  agree  with  the  values 
reported  in  Tables  8-6  to  8-1319  .  Another  problem  is  that  there  appears  to  be  no 
connection  between  the  "severe  impact"  numbers  reported  in  Table  7-1  and  the  numbers 
reported  for  "Severe  Receptors  Protected",  "Severe  Impacts  Eliminated",  and  "Residual 
Severe  Impacts"  in  Tables  8-1  to  8-4.  A  more  substantial  problem  is  that  the  Merced- 
Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  accompanying  Technical  Study  discuss  only  "severe"  impact  reductions 
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in  those  limited  areas  were  noise  barriers  were  deemed  “cost  effective".  It  fails  to  address 
reductions  in  “severe"  impacts  that  were  achieved  overall  for  each  project  alternative,  and 
it  fails  to  clarify  why  barriers  along  portions  of  the  proposed  corridors  were  deemed  not 
“cost  effective"  even  though  they  would  have  clearly  reduced  impacts  on  severely  impacted 
receptors20.  In  other  words,  FRA/HSRA  failed  to  explain  why  severely  impacted  receptors 
located  in  certain  areas  were  deemed  not  “cost-effective"  to  protect. 

These  omissions  are  inconsistent  with  the  instructions  provided  in  Chapter  11  of  the  2012 
FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  which  requires  that  environmental  documentation 
“provides  the  vehicle  for  reaching  decisions  on  appropriate  mitigation  measures"  and 
“Reasons  for  dismissing  any  abatement  measures  should  be  clearly  stated,  especially  if 
such  nonimplementation  results  in  significant  adverse  effects".  In  the  Merced-Fresno 
environmental  documents,  FRA/HSRA  fails  to  even  point  out  that  these  “cost"  decisions 
actually  left  many  receptors  unprotected.  This  fact  only  comes  to  light  if  one  embarks  on 
an  exhaustive  comparison  of  tabulated  data  spread  throughout  the  Technical  Report. 

Worse  yet,  FRA/HSRA  fail  to  provide  any  reasons  why  it  was  deemed  “cost  effective"  to 
protect  some  severely  impacted  receptors,  but  not  others.  Perhaps  FRA/HSRA  has 
developed  some  sort  of  “unit  cost  per  severe  receptor  saved"  threshold  which  was  applied 
to  the  Merced-Fresno  project  to  decide  who  is  protected  and  who  is  not.  One  can  only 
guess,  because  the  matter  is  left  unaddressed  in  the  environmental  documents.  One  thing 
is  certain,  the  public  has  a  right  to  know  the  details  of  such  decisions,  therefore  it  is 
expected  that  such  information  will  be  provided  in  the  environmental  documentation 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  section. 

An  additional  concern  is  the  astonishingly  high  reduction  in  “severe  impacts"  that  the  “cost 
effective"  noise  barriers  achieved  for  Merced-Fresno  segment;  according  to  Tables  8-1  to  8- 
4  of  the  Technical  Study,  as  much  as  95%  or  more  of  the  “Severe  Receptors"  are  protected. 
The  noise  barriers  considered  for  this  project  are  (with  few  exceptions)  only  12  feet  high, 
and  are  therefore  barely  tall  enough  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noise  generated  at  the  train 
nose  and  are  too  short  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noises  generated  at  the  (15  foot  high) 
pantograph.  Under  these  conditions,  the  shielding  for  this  subsource  SEL  is  negligible,  and 
the  SEL  passby  value  would  remain  quite  high,  corresponding  to  much  higher  Ldn  values 
(after  mitigation)  than  the  reported  results  suggest.  The  FRA/HSRA  environmental 
documents  don't  bother  to  explain  how  these  extraordinary  reductions  are  achieved;  they 
are  just  presented  as  fact.  This  is  unacceptable;  any  mitigation  levels  claimed  in  FRA/HSRA 
environmental  documents  prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment  must  be 
conclusively  proven  and  explained. 

Beyond  these  issues,  there  remains  the  inescapable  fact  that  none  of  the  mountains  of  data 
provided  in  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  provide  any  indication  of  the  actual  sound  level 
reductions  that  will  be  achieved  by  the  noise  barriers  that  are  proposed  even  though  this 
is  precisely  the  issue  of  primary  concern  to  any  and  all  individuals  affected  by  the  CHSRA 
project.  This  established  FRA/HSRA  “pattern"  of  providing  enormous  quantities  of 
tabulated  mitigation  data  that  is  inherently  inconsistent  and  which  says  virtually  nothing 
about  actual  noise  level  reductions  is  unacceptable  to  the  Community  of  Acton.  Acton 
residents  expect  that  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  by  FRA/HSRA  for  the  Palmdale/Burbank  route 
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will  provide  sufficient  data  to  confirm  the  noise  reduction  levels  that  are  claimed  and  it  will 
provide  noise  contours  plots  that  show  the  extent  to  which  proposed  mitigation  measures 
will  reduce  projected  noise  levels.  This  information  must  be  provided  in  a  format  which 
would  enable  a  reasonable  individual  to  confirm  that  the  results  are  consistent  with  the 
noise  exposure  level  and  mitigation  calculation  procedures  provided  in  the  2012  HRA 
Noise  Assessment  Manual. 

Additionally,  CEQA  does  not  allow  the  HSRA  to  avoid  environmentally  superior  alternatives 
or  mitigation  measures  simply  because  they  are  not  deemed  “cost  effective".  To  the 
contrary,  HSRA  must  conclusively  demonstrate  (based  on  substantial  evidence  provided  in 
the  record)  that  the  incremental  cost  of  implementing  either  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  or  the  appropriate  mitigation  measures  is  so  great  that  it  renders  the  altered 
project  economically  infeasible  [CEQA  Statutes  §  21002.]  The  Merced-Fresno  EIR  provided 
no  evidence  that  the  entire  project  would  be  economically  infeasible  if  sound  barriers  were 
placed  wherever  significantly  impacted  receivers  were  found,  therefor  it  violates  CEQA 
statutes.  Acton  expects  that  HSRA  will  not  repeat  these  substantial  violations  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR. 

Finally,  it  must  be  pointed  out  that  all  of  the  impacts  that  the  high  speed  train  project  will 
create  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  Santa  Clarita,  Sylmar,  San  Fernando,  and  all  communities 
north,  west  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF)  can  be  completely  eliminated 
simply  by  routing  the  train  into  the  ANF  outside  of  Acton  (see  location  depicted  in  Figure  1) 
and  maintain  it  underground  along  a  route  that  avoids  all  Acton  residential  areas.  As 
shown  in  Figure  2,  this  “environmentally  superior"  alternative  would  require  a  slight 
adjustment  of  the  “study  area"  depicted  in  Exhibit  1  of  the  HSRA's  Notice  of  Preparation 
issued  July  24,  2014. 

4.  ACTON-SPECIFIC  ISSUES  AND  OTHER  CONCERNS  REGARDINGTHE 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

In  addition  to  the  concerns,  comments  and  issues  presented  above,  there  are  additional 
issues  which  must  be  addressed  in  the  EIR/EIS  noise  impact  analysis,  including: 

1.  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  (“TRTP”)  will  continue  through  the  end  of  next 
year.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any 
“existing"  noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed.  If 
this  instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

2.  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities 
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must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and  representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed. 

3.  Acton  is  a  desert  community  with  little  vegetation  or  ground  cover.  Therefore,  a 
"soft  ground"  sound  propagation  condition  is  not  an  appropriate  noise  modeling 
input. 

4.  Acton  has  hills,  valleys,  canyons,  and  extensive  geographical  contours.  Therefore, 
careful  attention  must  be  paid  to  elevation  and  distance  parameters  assumed  in  all 
noise  impact  calculations. 

5.  The  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  the  CEQA  Notice  of  Preparation  is 
particularly  troublesome  because  it  overlays  all  of  Acton's  residential 
neighborhoods  on  the  east  side  of  town  and  on  the  south  side  of  town  (including  the 
residential  areas  located  within  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF")  along  the 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road).  In  fact,  this  "Study  Area"  appears 
to  intentionally  route  the  train  away  from  the  ANF  to  the  greatest  extent  possible, 
and  then  enter  the  Forest  only  after  it  has  passed  through  Acton.  Considering  this 
"Study  Area"  in  conjunction  with  the  two  additional  routes  proposed  through  Acton, 
it  appears  obvious  that  the  CHSRA  has  no  intention  of  avoiding  significant  adverse 
impacts  in  Acton  despite  the  existence  of  an  alternative  that  does  precisely  that. 
Acton  can  easily  be  protected  by  placing  the  train  corridor  in  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  outside  of  Acton  (See  Figure  1),  and  maintaining  the  train  underground  and 
away  from  residential  areas.  This  can  be  accomplished  by  a  slight  adjustment  to  the 
Study  Area  (See  Figure  2).  CHSRA  must  seriously  consider  this  alternative,  since  it 
can  be  configured  to  avoid  impacts  to  every  one  of  the  numerous  cities  and 
residential  areas  that  are  located  north  and  east  of  the  ANF. 

6.  Track  maintenance  operations  typically  occur  at  night.  According  to  an 
acquaintance  who  lives  a  short  distance  from  the  Acela  Station  in  Boston,  nighttime 
maintenance  activities  are  exceedingly  loud  and  as  disruptive  as  high  speed  train 
operations.  Yet,  none  of  these  impacts  are  addressed  anywhere  in  previous 
environmental  assessments  conducted  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail.  The 
sound  impact  analysis  for  the  Palmdale  Burbank  segment  must  properly  address 
and  thoroughly  mitigate  any  and  all  maintenance  impacts  on  the  community  of 
Acton. 

7.  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow-up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented. 


5.  SUMMARY 

In  summary,  the  following  must  be  accommodated  in  the  noise  impact  study  that  is 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  project: 
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•  Develop  a  route  alternative  in  which  the  train  enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
("ANF")  outside  of  Acton  (see  Figure  1),  remains  underground  in  Acton,  and  avoids 
all  residential  areas  to  protect  residential  wells. 

•  Recognize  that  this  route  alternative  eliminates  virtually  all  noise  impacts  on  all 
cities  and  all  communities  to  the  north,  south,  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  and  is  therefore  the  "Environmentally  Preferred  Alternative"  as  that  term  is 
contemplated  by  CEQA  regulations 

•  NEPA  requires  to  that  an  FRA  project  EIS  consider  "direct  effects,  which  are  caused 
by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40  C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  This 
requirement  is  not  satisfied  the  disclosure  of  a  24-hour  averaged  noise  parameter 
which  combines  existing  ambient  noise  events  with  projected  train  noise  events. 
Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  "direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public,  which  can  only  be  construed  to  mean  that  the  actual  sound  level  projections 
must  be  disclosed  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR.  These  requirements  can  only  be 
satisfied  by  including  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS  detailed  high  speed  train 
noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  which 
range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 

•  Consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA's  2012  manual,  provide  noise 
modeling  assumptions  and  sound  exposure  calculation  parameters  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  the  public  to  check  SEL  results  plotted  in  the  noise  contour  maps. 

•  Ensure  that  the  noise  propagation  parameters  assumed  in  all  noise  modeling  efforts 
are  appropriate  to  geographic  and  ground  conditions  in  Acton. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  measurements  that  establish  existing  noise  conditions  in  Acton 
including  exact  locations,  dates,  and  times  of  measurements. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  contours  in  10  dBA  increments  ranging  from  maximum  values  to  60 
dBA  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  in  Acton. 

•  Consistent  with  a  mathematically  accurate  interpretation  of  Figure  A-5  provided  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  adopt  a  "severe  impact"  Ldn  noise  criterion 
of  5  dBA  for  all  areas  in  which  the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

•  Consistent  with  CEQA  requirements  that  an  EIR  quantify  and  mitigate  actual  project 
impacts,  establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  that  addresses  both  high 
speed  train  sound  exposure  levels  and  projected  train  passby  rates,  then  map  (in  10 
dBA  contours)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  impact  SE:  criterion  is 
met  or  exceeded,  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 
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•  Establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  15  dBA/second  for  noise  onset 
rate  impacts,  then  map  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  onset  rate 
noise  impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for 
the  Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  75  dBA  for  animal  noise  impacts, 
then  map  (in  10  dBA  contour  increments)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  animal  noise 
impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Provide  assumptions  and  modeling  inputs  used  to  derive  all  mitigated  noise 
projections  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  confirm  the 
accuracy  of  the  mitigation  levels  claimed. 

•  If  noise  mitigation  measures  are  deemed  appropriate  for  some  portions  of  Acton  but  not  for 
others,  provide  details  regarding  such  decisions,  recognizing  that  CEQA  does  not  permit  the 
HSRA  to  reject  feasible  mitigation  measures  unless  the  marginal  cost  of  such  measures  are 
so  great  that  they  render  the  entire  Palmdale-Burbank  project  economically  non-viable. 
Note:  The  fact  that  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Project  is  intrinsically  non-viable  from  an 
economic  perspective  shall  not  factor  into  this  decision. 

•  Provide  mitigated  Ldn  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation) )  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  SEL  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  noise  onset  rate  contour  maps  that  are  based  on  projected  train 
noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provided  mitigated  animal  noise  impact  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  are  based 
on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton  for  Acton. 

•  Provide  both  a  qualitative  discussion  and  a  consistent  quantitative  analysis  of  the 
extent  to  which  mitigation  measures  successfully  reduced  severe  Ldn  noise  impacts, 
severe  SEL  noise  impacts,  severe  noise  onset  rate  impacts,  and  severe  animal  noise 
impacts. 

•  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  ("TRTP")  will  continue  through  the  end  of  2015. 
Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any  "existing" 
noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed.  If  this 
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instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

•  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities 
must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and  representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed. 

•  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow  up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Jacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Figure  1.  Area  Where  Corridor  Enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes 


Figure  2:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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FOOTNOTES 

1  Page  2-4  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

2  Figure  2-6  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  this  figure, 
though  generalized,  indicates  a  30  dB  sound  increase  when  going  from  a  conventional 
locomotive  operating  at  approximately  110  mph  to  a  high  speed  train  operating  at 
approximately  200  miles  per  hour  (where  Vti  =  60  and  Vt2  =  160  as  indicated  in  Table  4-5). 

3  Page  6-2  of  the  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  In  addition,  48  trains  (24  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  Assuming  more  than  half  the  day 
trains  run  during  peak  hours  results  in  a  trip  frequency  exceeding  20  trains  per  hour. 

4  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

5  Figures  2-6,  4-1,  and  pages  2-8  to  2-11  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation 
Noise  and  Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration's  Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of 
Transportation. 

6  Actual  noise  exposure  levels  double  with  each  incremental  increase  of  10  dBA,  so  a  10 
dBA  increase  results  in  a  doubled  noise  exposure  level,  a  20  dBA  increase  results  in  a 
quadrupled  noise  exposure  level,  and  a  15  dBA  increase  approximately  results  in  a  tripled 
noise  exposure  level. 

7  Page  A-17  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

8  Page  A-18  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

9  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  that  for  ICE 
systems,  an  onset  rate  of  15  dB/second  is  possible  for  a  speed/distance  factor  of  2,  and 
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assuming  a  train  speed  of  220  mph,  this  onset  rate  can  occur  within  110  feet  of  the  high 
speed  rail  corridor. 

10  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

11  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

12  Page  3-2  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

13  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

14  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

15  See  2005  version  of  the  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

16  F.  Bradley,  C.  Book,  and  A.E.  Bowles.  Effects  of  Low-Altitude  Aircraft  Overflights  on 
Domestic  Turkey  Poults,  Report  No.  HSD-TR-90-034,  U.S.  Air  Force  Systems  Command, 
Noise  and  Sonic  Boom  Impact  Technology  Program,  June  1990. 

17  Page  6-2  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction]  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night.  In  addition,  48  trains  (24  in  each  direction]  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night.  This  results  in  a  total  of  272 
trains  traveling  between  Fresno  and  Los  Angeles  each  day. 

18  Table  A-l  on  Page  A-21  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's 
Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

19  For  example,  25  is  the  number  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  the  BNSF  alternative 
reported  in  Table  8-2,  but  the  sum  of  all  the  numbers  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  this 
alternative  that  are  reported  in  Tables  8-9  to  8-11  only  add  up  to  17. 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-79 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1035  (Jacki  Ayer,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


20  For  example,  Table  7-10  reports  that  520  residences,  3  hotels,  1  park  and  1  church  will 
have  “severe"  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed  hybrid  alternative.  Yet,  Table  8-3 
indicates  that  416  “severe"  receptors  will  be  protected  by  the  “cost  effective"  noise 
barriers,  and  25  will  not.  There  is  no  discussion  of  the  extent  (if  any)  to  which  the 
remaining  100  receptors  will  be  protected,  and  why  they  it  was  deemed  not  “cost  effective" 
to  protect  them. 
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COMMENTS  ON  POTENTIAL  WELL  I MPACTS  RESULTI NG  FROM,  AND 
PROPOSED  MITIGATION  MEASURES  FOR,  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


The  Community  of  Acton  is  traversed  (and  will  be  adversely  impacted  to  a  substantial 
degree)  by  every  single  route  alternative  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Project 
("HSR”)  Project  now  under  consideration  by  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  ("FRA”) 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA”).  Acton  is  a  rural  community  with 
little  infrastructure,  and  as  is  typical  for  such  communities,  Acton  residents  predominantly 
rely  on  their  own  private  residential  well  systems  for  clean  drinking  water.  In  public 
meetings  with  HSRA  staff,  Acton  residents  have  made  their  concerns  regarding  well 
impacts  known,  and  have  provided  HSRA  with  maps  (incorporated  herein  by  reference)  of 
general  locations  where  proposed  HSR  routes  will  directly  affect  private  residential  wells. 
These  concerns  are  summarized  below. 


POTENTIAL  I  MPACTS  TO  I NDI VI  DUAL  RESI DENTIAL  WELLS  MUST  BE  PROPERLY 
IDENTIFIED  IN  THE  CEQA/  NEPA  PROCESS  AND  ADDRESSED  I N  THE  EIR/EIS 

Both  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Acton  ("CEQA”)  and  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  obligate  FRA/HSRA  to  identify  the  locations  where  all  potential 
adverse  well  impacts  may  occur.  And,  given  the  extreme  variability  of  Acton's 
hydrogeologic  profile,  adverse  residential  wells  impacts  are  likely  to  occur  at  locations  that 
are  considerably  distant  from  HSR  construction  activities.  To  address  this  issue  and  ensure 
CEQA/NEPA  compliance,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  detailed  hydrogeologic  surveys  of  all 
proposed  routes  that  extend  at  least  one  half  mile  on  either  side  of  the  route  and  which 
identify  all  residential  well  systems  within  those  areas.  This  distance  must  be  extended  if 
the  hydrogeologic  conditions  are  such  that  potential  impacts  could  occur  beyond  one  half 
mile  from  the  HSR  corridor.  The  surveys  must  address  well  depths  and  hydrogeologic 
features  that  could  contribute  to  potential  well  impacts  resulting  from  HSR  construction 
and/or  operation.  The  survey  results  must  be  included  in  the  EIR/EIS  along  with 
projections  of  the  location  of  wells  that  may  be  adversely  impacted,  and  the  extent  to  which 
they  will  be  adversely  impacted.  An  appropriate  threshold  for  determining  a  "significant”/ 
"severe"  well  impact  is  a  2%  reduction  in  water  yield  rates,  or  a  measurable  increase  in  any 
of  the  contaminants  regulated  under  California  Drinking  Water  regulations.  An 
appropriate  baseline  for  establishing  water  yield  rates  and  water  quality  characteristics  is 
the  well  certification  reports  deemed  acceptable  by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of 
Health  ("DPH")  at  the  time  that  the  wells  were  approved.  In  the  event  such  information  is 
unavailable,  FRA/HSRA  shall  work  out  appropriate  baseline  values  with  affected  property 
owners  on  an  individual  basis. 
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FRA/  HSRA  MUST  PROV1 DE  APPRORI  ATE  MITIGATION  FOR  WELLSTHAT  MAY  BE 
I MPAI  RED  BYTHE  HSR. 

For  locations  where  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  indicate  the  potential  for  adverse  well 
impacts,  FRA/HSRA  will  work  with  affected  residents  to  develop  new  water  resources  that 
are  not  only  acceptable  to  the  DPH,  but  also  meet  or  exceed  the  water  yield  rates  and  water 
quality  characteristics  achieved  by  the  well  that  may  be  impaired  by  the  construction 
and/or  operation  of  HSR  project. 

FOLLOWUP  MITIGATION  MUST  BE  CONSIDERED  AND  IMPLEMENTED 

FRA/HSRA  must  be  held  accountable  for  adverse  impacts  to  any  and  all  residential  wells  in 
Acton  that  occur  as  a  result  of  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  Palmdale- 
Burbank  HSR  project.  To  ensure  this  outcome,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  extensive  follow¬ 
up  investigations  within  Acton  to  confirm  that  all  wells  affected  by  HSR  construction  and 
operation  were  properly  identified  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  (described  above)  and  all 
adverse  impacts  properly  mitigated.  These  follow-up  investigations  must  consider  and 
address  concerns  raised  by  residents  who  have  noted  adverse  well  impacts  whether  or  not 
these  wells  were  captured  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys.  FRA/HSRA  must  determine  the 
significance  of  these  well  impacts  using  the  same  threshold  criteria  adopted  in  the  EIR/EIS 
and  mitigate  those  impacts  found  to  be  significant  in  the  manner  and  extent  required  by  the 
EIR/EIS  if  such  impacts  occur  as  a  result  of  HSR  construction  and/or  operation. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Tacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  FRA/  CHSRA  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 
PROCEDURES  THAT  WILL  BE  IMPLEMENTD  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


In  July,  2014,  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  ("FRA")  issued  a  Notice  of  Intent  ("NOI") 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA")  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation 
("NOP")  for  the  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  ("HSR”)  project.  The  HSR 
project  is  subject  to  several  federal  and  state  environmental  regulations,  including  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  and  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
("CEQA").  The  approach  that  has  been  adopted  by  FRA/CHSRA  to  comply  with  these 
regulations  has  raised  a  number  of  concerns,  as  described  below. 

1.  CEQA  APPLIESTO THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 

Footnote  1  of  the  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  states: 

"The  [CHSRA]  Authority  has  prepared  this  Notice  of  Preparation 
voluntarily  and  is  not  waiving  any  rights  it  may  have  related  to  Surface 
Transportation  Board  jurisdiction  and  regulation  of  this  proposed  project 
under  the  Interstate  Commission  Termination  Acton  of  1995,  including  that 
Act's  preemptive  effect  on  CEQA' s  application  to  this  proposed  project." 

From  the  language  appearing  in  this  footnote,  the  HSRA  appears  to  have  the  mistaken 
impression  that  CEQA  compliance  is  somehow  "optional"  because  the  high  speed  rail 
project  falls  under  the  preemptive  jurisdiction  of  the  Surface  Transportation  Board.  The 
HSRA  is  misinformed.  At  a  minimum,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
Section  404  requirements  of  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act  and,  by  extension,  Section  401 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  Jurisdiction  over  Section  401  compliance  lies  with 
the  California  Water  Resources  Control  Board,  which  will  not  approve  any  401  certification 
unless  and  until  the  CHSRA  has  complied  fully  with  CEQA.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank 
HSR  project  straddles  two  regional  water  boards  (Lahontan  and  Los  Angeles),  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board  will  assume  responsibility  for  the  401  compliance 
certification.  Like  FERC's  preemptive  authority  over  dam  licenses  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  STB's  preemptive  authority  over  high  speed  rail  projects  does  not,  and  cannot,  obviate 
any  obligation  to  fully  comply  with  CEQA. 

It  is  further  pointed  out  that  FRA's  own  "Procedures  For  Considering  Environmental 
Impacts"  [64  FR  28549]  clearly  recognize  the  applicability  of  CEQA  because  these 
procedures  compel  CHSRA  to  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  with  FRA  to  address  actions  that 
are  subject  to  state  requirements  that  are  comparable  to  NEPA  (as  is  the  case  with  CEQA). 
FRA  procedures  (found  in  64  FR  28549  Section  6  paragraph  2]  state: 


"Consistent  wi 
shall,  to  the 
the  applicant 
is  subject  to 


th  the  requirements  of  CEQ  1506.2  and  1506.5  an  applicant 
fullest  extent  possible,  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  if 
is  a  State  agency  or  local  agency,  and  the  proposed  action 
State  or  local  requirements  comparable  to  NEPA". 
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To  be  clear,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to  all  aspects  of  CEQA  regulations, 
including  those  provisions  that  require  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  and/or  the 
“environmentally  superior  alternative"  unless  such  measures  or  alternatives  are  shown 
(based  on  substantial  evidence)  to  be  infeasible. 

2.  THE  SCOPE  OF  ROUTE  ALTERNATIVES  PROPOSED  FOR  THE  PALMDALE- 
BURBANK  HSR  PRO)  ECT I STOO  NARROWLY  DEFI  NED 

Both  CEQA  and  NEPA  require  FRA/HSRA  to  consider  a  range  of  project  alternatives  that 
would  substantially  meet  project  objectives  and  protect  environmental  and  community 
resources.  The  Palmdale-Burbank  project  described  in  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  by 
FRA/HSRA  is  too  narrowly  defined  to  meet  these  requirements.  Specifically,  the 
“Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  Figure  1  of  the  NOP  is  so  limited  that  it 
precludes  consideration  of  a  route  alternative  that  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every 
community  that  lies  between  the  cities  of  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  To  correct  this 
substantial  deficiency,  the  “Alternative  Route  Study  Area"  must  be  adjusted  as  depicted  in 
Exhibit  1.  This  ensures  that  an  alternative  route  will  be  considered  which  enters  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF")  outside  the  Community  of  Acton  (see  Exhibit  2)  and 
remains  underground  in  Acton  within  a  corridor  that  avoids  residential  areas.  This 
alternative  route  achieves  all  of  the  community,  natural  environment,  and  wildlife  corridor 
protection  provisions  that  were  specified  in  the  High  Speed  Rail  Passenger  Train  Bond  Act 
(Proposition  1A)  that  was  approved  by  California  voters  in  2008.  The  amount  of  tunneling 
required  for  this  alternative  route  is  certainly  achievable,  and  is  in  fact  only  slightly  more 
than  the  20.2  miles  of  tunnel  already  proposed  for  other  alternatives  considered  for  this 
Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  (see  the  SCN  +  SR14E/W  Hybrid  alternatives).  Equally 
important  is  the  fact  that  the  tunnel  length  required  for  this  alternative  is  substantially  less 
than  what  has  been  achieved  by  other  HSR  projects  around  the  world.  A  finding  by 
FRA/HSRA  that  this  route  cannot  technically  be  achieved  is  tantamount  to  declaring  that 
American  engineers  are  neither  as  smart  nor  as  capable  as  European  or  Japanese  engineers 
(which  is  hardly  the  case).  Consistent  with  CEQA  and  NEPA  requirements,  the  “Alternative 
Route  Study  Area"  must  be  expanded  to  ensure  that  this  “no  impact"  route  option  is 
included  in  the  range  of  alternatives  considered  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS 

3.  PREVIOUS  ENVI RONMENTAL  REVI EWS CONDUCTED  BY  FRA/  HSRA  ON  OTHER 
HSR  SEGMENTS  HAVE  NOT  PROPERLY  I MPLEMENTED  CEQA'S  MITIGATION 
AND  'ENVI  RONMENTALLY  SUPERI  OR"  PROVI  SI  ONS 

CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  provision  are  much  more  stringent  thatn 
NEPA  regulations.  For  instance,  under  CEQA,  HSRA  is  required  to  develop  an 
“environmentally  superior"  alternative,  and  it  requires  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures 
and/or  the  environmentally  superior  project  alternative  if  doing  so  successfully  reduces 
significant  impacts  while  still  achieving  most  project  objectives.  The  only  exception  to  this 
is  when  it  is  conclusively  demonstrated  (by  substantial  evidence  provided  in  the  record) 
that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation  measures  will  make  the  entire 
project  financially  infeasible.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
CEQA,  these  more  stringent  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  requirements  apply. 
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For  some  reason,  HSRA  has  not  complied  with  CEQA's  stringent  mitigation  requirements  in 
the  previous  environmental  impact  studies  that  it  has  performed.  For  instance,  in  the 
Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  the  noise  impact  section  and  associated  Technical  Report  state 
quite  clearly  that  mitigation  in  the  form  of  noise  barriers  would  only  be  implemented  in 
those  areas  where  it  is  deemed  "cost  effective"  to  do  so  (see  EIR/EIS  Section  3.4).  It  further 
clarifies  that  "severe"  noise  impacts  would  remain  unmitigated  in  those  areas  where  noise 
barriers  are  not  deemed  "cost  effective".  HSRA  fails  to  provide  any  proof  that  deploying 
additional  noise  barriers  in  these  severely  impacted  areas  would  render  the  entire  Merced- 
Fresno  project  financially  infeasible.  Even  if  HSRA  declared  this  to  be  the  case,  such  a 
declaration  is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  provided  in  the  record  that  the  additional  cost 
of  one  more  foot  of  noise  barrier  would  fiscally  "break"  the  project.  The  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  noise  impact  study  clearly  violates  CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental 
protection  provisions. 

To  make  matters  worse,  the  Summary  Section  of  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  gives  the 
impression  that  noise  impacts  would  be  fully  mitigated,  even  though  the  noise  impact 
section  of  the  EIR/EIS  makes  it  quite  clear  that  noise  impacts  will  NOT  be  fully  mitigated. 
The  EIR/EIS  states  (on  page  S-15)  "In  some  locations,  operational  noise  impacts  of 
substantial  intensity  under  NEPA  and  significant  under  CEQA  would  occur,  but  when  fully 
mitigated  they  would  be  of  negligible  intensity  under  NEPA  and  less  than  significant  under 
CEQA".  This  disingenuous  and  deceitful  statement  belies  the  fact  that  CHSRA  has  no 
intention  of  "fully  mitigating"  operational  noise  impacts,  and  for  those  decisionmakers  and 
stakeholders  that  only  review  the  EIR/EIS  Summary,  it  instills  the  false  belief  that 
operational  noise  impacts  will  be  fully  mitigated. 

Such  deceit  WILLNOTbe  tolerated  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project,  and  the  Community  of 
Acton  insists  on  strict  compliance  with  CEQA  mitigation  to  the  fullest  extent  of  the  law. 

This  includes  the  consideration  and  adoption  of  an  "Environmentally  Superior"  alternative 
which  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank, 
namely  the  underground  route  through  the  ANF  described  in  Section  2. 

4.  KEY  FEDERAL  AGENO  ES  HAVE  BEEN  OMITTED  FROM  THE  SGOPI NG  PROCESS 

Neither  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  ("USFS")  nor  its  parent  agency  (the  US  Department  of 
Agriculture)  have  been  identified  as  Participating  Agencies  (or  even  Cooperating  Agencies) 
in  FRA's  NOI  issued  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project.  .  This  is  particularly 
surprising,  given  that  the  USFS  has  jurisdiction  over  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF") 
which  underlies  the  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area",  and  is  responsible  for  issuing  the 
"Special  Use  Permit"  or  other  relevant  authorization  that  will  be  necessary  to  construct  any 
route  that  affects  the  ANF.  An  HSR  route  through  the  ANF  will  eliminate  adverse  impacts 
on  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank,  and  is  therefore  a  matter  of 
considerable  interest  to  affected  stakeholders.  FRA's  failure  to  include  the  USFS  as  a 
Participating  Agency,  and  the  USFS's  failure  to  participate  in  the  public  scoping  meetings 
has  caused  significant  public  unease,  and  has  raised  the  public's  perception  that  neither  the 
FRA  nor  the  HSRA  are  truly  committed  to  developing  a  route  that  protects  many  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  from  adverse  impacts.  This  is  particularly  true  in  the  Community  of 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-85 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1035  (Jacki  Ayer,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


Acton,  which  is  traversed  by  (and  will  be  substantially  damaged  by)  every  single  HSR  route 
proposed  by  FRA/HSRA.  The  Community  of  Acton  expects  FRA's  failure  to  include  the 
USFS  as  a  Participating  Agency  will  be  rectified,  and  that  the  USFS  will  fully  participate  in 
the  FRA/HSRA  environmental  review  and  public  outreach  efforts  going  forward. 

5.  I NADEQUATE  DEFI  NIT  I  ON  OF  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PRO)  ECT 
PRECLUDES  MEANI NGFUL  PUBLI C  COMMENT  AT  THI STI  ME 

The  HSRA's  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  includes  a  "Route  Alternative  Study 
Area"  which  traverses  the  ANF.  However,  this  alternative  is  so  poorly  defined  and  lacks 
locational  information  to  such  an  extent  that  affected  stakeholders  are  unable  to  provide 
meaningful  scoping  comments  at  this  time.  Regarding  this  HSR  route  alternative,  it  is 
expected  that  stakeholders  will  have  future  opportunities  to  provide  scoping  comments 
once  this  alternative  is  properly  refined  to  a  level  which  permits  meaningful  public 
comment.  It  is  further  expected  that  these  comments  will  be  accorded  the  same  weight  as 
any  and  all  timely-submitted  scoping  comments  that  the  FRA  and  CHSRA  receive  pursuant 
to  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  July,  2014. 

6.  THE  FRA/  HSRA  SCOPI NG  PROGRAM  ESTABLI SHES I NCONSI  STENT  DEADLI NES 

According  to  the  comment  cards  and  scoping  flyer  distributed  jointly  by  the  FRA  and  HSRA 
at  the  public  scoping  meetings  that  were  held  in  August  and  noticed  in  the  NOP  and  NOI, 
public  scoping  comments  are  due  on  or  before  August  31,  2014.  However,  the  NOI  issued 
by  the  FRA  and  published  in  the  Federal  Register  establishes  a  public  scoping  deadline  of 
August  25,  2014.  The  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  was  merely  signed  on  July  24,  2014,  and  it 
does  not  specify  any  scoping  comment  deadline  nor  does  it  indicate  a  publication  date. 
Despite  these  apparent  inconsistencies  and  the  clearly  mixed  message  that  the  public  has 
received  from  FRA/HSRA  regarding  when  scoping  comments  are  actually  due,  and  in 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  full  and  meaningful  public  participation  is  a  fundamental 
objective  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA,  it  is  expected  that  FRA  and  HSRA  will  deem  all  comments 
received  on  or  before,  or  postmarked  by,  August  31  2014  to  be  timely  submitted,  and  will 
accord  them  the  same  weight  and  due  consideration  given  to  all  scoping  comments 
submitted  on  or  before  August  25,  2014. 

7.  THE  PALMDALE-LOS  ANGELES  HSR  PRCJ  ECT  HAS  BEEN  I MPROPERLY 
SEGMENTED  I NTO  TWO  SEPARATE  PROJECTS  IN  VIOLATION  OF  CEQA  &  NEPA 

The  FRA/HSRA  have  taken  a  single  project  (the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project)  and 
improperly  split  it  up  into  two  separate  projects  (the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  and  the 
Burbank-Los  Angeles  HSR  Project)  in  violation  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA. 

FRA  claims  that  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project  and  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  project  will 
have  "independent  utility",  which  means  that  these  two  projects  are  not  "connected 
actions"  (as  that  term  is  contemplated  in  NEPA)  and  will  therefore  function  without  need 
of,  and  independent  from,  each  other.  Such  a  statement  is  ridiculous  on  its  face.  A  stand¬ 
alone  high  speed  train  connecting  Burbank  with  Los  Angeles  is  intrinsically  non-viable 
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given  the  short  distance  it  would  cover  (11  miles]  and  its  “unnecessary"  nature.  FRA 
claims  that  the  Burbank  and  Los  Angeles  terminals  are  “rational  for  transportation 
movements",  but  does  not  provide  any  supporting  evidence  that  any  passenger  would  ever 
have  need  of  such  transportation.  The  reason  for  this  lack  of  evidence  is  simple;  it  does  not 
exist.  Additional  reasons  offered  by  FRA  to  further  justify  this  improper  segmentation  of 
the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  are  equally  insubstantial:  for  example,  FRA  claims  that 
segmenting  these  two  projects  will  provide  “more  effective  planning  and  public  outreach  in 
these  highly  populated  areas".  Obviously  this  is  untrue,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  FRA's 
public  scoping  and  outreach  actions  for  the  two  projects  were  combined  into  a  single 
scoping  and  outreach  effort.  Clearly,  FRA  is  capable  of  achieving  adequate  public  outreach 
and  planning  for  a  combined  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project. 

Aside  from  FRA's  specious  reasons  for  segmenting  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into 
two  separate  projects,  there  is  the  undeniable  fact  that  approving  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
portion  of  the  project  will  influence  the  decision  and  force  the  Palmdale-  Burbank  project 
to  proceed  notwithstanding  the  environmental  consequences.  The  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
section  serves  as  a  necessary  component  of  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  and  is 
therefore  a  connected  action  that  is  dependent  on  the  Palmdale-Burbank  Section.  As  the 
courts  have  determined,  these  are  the  hallmarks  of  distinguishing  improper  segmentation 
under  NEPA  and  they  clearly  preclude  FRA  from  splitting  up  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR 
project  into  two  different  projects. 

Separating  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  2  different  segments  is  also  a 
violation  of  CEQA.  Nonetheless,  the  NOP  issued  by  HSRA  asserts  that  splitting  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  separate  projects  is  necessary  because  a 
Supplemental  Alternatives  Analysis  Report  [“SAA”]  issued  in  May  2014  says  that  “it  would 
be  beneficial  to  address  the  environmental  effects  of  the  HSR  System  from  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  in  one  EIR/EIS  and  from  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles  in  a  separate  EIR/EIS."  Aside 
from  the  obvious  fact  that  SAA  statements  do  not  obviate  CEQA  compliance  requirements, 
HSRA's  action  violates  CEQA  for  other  reasons.  CEQA  prohibits  HSRA  from  breaking  up  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into  component  parts  for  piecemeal  consideration.  The 
justifications  for  this  action  offered  by  HSRA  in  the  NOP  are  the  same  justifications  offered 
by  the  FRA  in  the  NOI,  and  they  fall  apart  for  the  same  reasons. 

8.  FAILURE  TO  PROVIDE  HSR  NOISE  LEVELS  VIOLATES  CEQA  AND  NEPA 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
“direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  “direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  “occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project. 

Nonetheless,  and  despite  these  clearly  stated  requirements,  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to 
consider  (or  even  report)  ANY  actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  in  any  of  the 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-87 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1035  (Jacki  Ayer,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


environmental  assessments  that  have  been  conducted  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Program.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  only  considered  24-hour  "aggregate"  noise  values  that 
were  never  published,  and  which  were  derived  by  reconciling  existing  noise  data  (averaged 
over  24  hours]  with  projected  high  speed  train  noise  data  (also  averaged  over  24  hours]. 
While  these  "aggregate"  values  may  perhaps  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of 
indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a  cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  must  be  considered  under 
CEQA],  they  do  not,  jby  any  stretch  of  the  imagination ,  represent  "direct  effects"  of  the  high 
speed  train  which  occur  only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train 
passes  by.  The  Community  of  Acton  will  not  tolerate  such  CEQA  and  NEPA  violations,  and 
demands  that  actual  noise  level  predictions  resulting  from  HSR  operation  in  Acton  be 
provided  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS.  This  can  best  be  achieved  by  providing  noise 
contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  range  from  the 
maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Tacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Exhibit  1:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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Exhibit  2.  Location  Where  the  HSR  Should  Enter  the  ANF  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes. 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #803  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/12/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jacki 

Last  Name  : 

Ayer 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

2010  West  Avenue  K 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

#701 

City  : 

Lancaster 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

93536 

Telephone  : 

(949)  278-8460 

Email  : 

airspecial@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Dear  Ms.  Perez  and  Mr.  McLoughlin 

I  was  just  told  that,  a  year  or  so  ago,  CHSRA  requested  permission  from  an 
Acton  resident  to  place  noise  monitoring  equipment  on  their  property  located 
on  Red  Rover  Mine  Road  (in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  SRI  4  Hybrid  route 
alignment).  Permission  was  granted,  and  the  equipment  was  set  up.  A  short 
while  later,  several  semi-trucks  were  observed  driving  up  and  down  the  road 
near  the  parcel  where  the  noise  monitor  was  located.  This  went  on  for 
several  hours  and  long  into  the  night.  Neither  the  semi-trucks  nor  the 
operators  were  recognized  by  any  area  residents,  and  the  truck  trips 
appeared  to  be  serving  no  purpose  other  than  generating  noise  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  monitor.  The  trucks  were  never  observed  again  after  the  noise 
equipment  was  removed.  Naturally,  I  am  concerned  that  the  data  that  was 
received  from  this  "monitoring  event"  was  biased  substantially  high  and 
therefore  invalid. 

I  am  sure  that  neither  the  FRA  nor  the  CHSRA,  nor  any  agent  of  these 
organizations  would  intentionally  introduce  significant  bias  in  any  baseline 
monitoring  results  that  they  obtain,  because  such  activities  would  generate 
unreliable  impact  assessment  results,  and  provide  ample  basis  for 
subsequent  legal  challenges.  Nonetheless,  the  events  described  above  raise 
substantial  concerns  regarding  the  efficacy  of  FRA/CHSRA  monitoring 
procedures.  Therefore,  out  of  an  abundance  of  caution,  I  must  insist  that 
Acton  residents  be  informed  of  the  time  and  location  of  baseline  monitoring 
activities,  so  that  these  activities  can  be  observed  and  tracked  to  prevent  the 
occurrence  of  any  activities  that  could  bias  the  monitoring  results. 

Please  except  this  electronic  communication  as  an  additional  scoping 
comment  that's  timely  submitted  by  the  September  12  2014  deadline  that  was 
established  by  the  CHSRA  on  August  29,  2014.  If  you  have  any  questions 
please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me  at  (949)  278-8460. 

Regards 

Jacqueline  Ayer 

2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 
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Lancaster,  CA  93536 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Individual  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 

Non-Environmental  Issues  : 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK 
HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  VI B  RATI  ON  I MPACT  ANALYSIS 

The  Palmdale-Burbank  segment  of  the  California  high  speed  rail  ("HSR”)  project  proposed 
jointly  by  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("CHSRA")  and  the  Federal  Railway 
Administration  ("FRA”)  raise  a  number  of  concerns  pertaining  to  vibration  impacts  and 
ground-borne  noise  impacts  which  must  be  adequately  addressed  in  the  HSR  project 
Environmental  Impact  Report/Environmental  Impact  Statement  ("EIR/EIS").  These 
concerns  are  itemized  below. 

1.  VIBRATION  &  GROUND-BORNE  NOISE  I  MPACT  ASSESSMENT  METHOD. 

There  are  a  number  of  concerns  with  the  vibration  impact  assessment  and  reporting 
methods  and  impact  criteria  adopted  by  the  FRA/CHSRA.  These  concerns  are  amplified  in 
the  Community  of  Acton,  which  comprises  a  "geological  patchwork”  of  hard  clay,  bedrock, 
alluvium,  etc.  that  is  not  easily  described  and  which  gives  rise  to  a  wide  spectrum  of 
potential  ground  vibration  characteristics.  These  concerns  must  be  addressed  in  the 
EIR/EIS  that  is  prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment.  First,  it  is  noted  that  the  275 
foot  vibration  impact  "screening  distance"  established  by  the  2012  "High  Speed  Ground 
Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  FRA 
should  not  be  applied  to  Acton,  because  it  assumes  "inefficient  propagation”  characteristics 
which  are  inapplicable  to  Acton  (particularly  in  areas  where  HSR  tunnels  are  proposed). 

In  prior  environmental  studies  (such  as  for  the  Merced-Fresno  segment),  FRA/CHSRA 
adopted  a  2,500  foot  screening  distance  for  the  vibration  impact  study,  although  no  details 
regarding  how  this  distance  was  selected  were  provided.1  It  is  anticipated  that  a  similarly 
enlarged  vibration  impact  screening  distance  will  be  adopted  by  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  for 
Palmdale-Burbank  segment,  and  it  will  be  derived  based  on  specific  factors  that  are  clearly 
described  in  the  accompanying  environmental  documentation. 

The  wide  variety  of  geologic  features  in  Acton  will  require  FRA/CHSRA  to  conduct 
extensive  measurements  of  vibration  propagation  ("force  density")  characteristics  to 
ensure  that  accurate  results  are  obtained  from  the  vibration  model.  There  is  very  little 
information  available  regarding  how  FRA/CHSRA  selects  appropriate  test  sites  for  these 
measurements,  and  the  matter  is  not  discussed  to  any  significant  degree  in  any  of  the 
environmental  studies  conducted  previously  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  project.  For 
example,  in  the  vibration  study  conducted  for  the  Merced-Fresno  segment,  some 
measurement  sites  were  12  miles  apart,  yet  no  clear  reason  was  given  for  such  "spatially 
infrequent"  test  sites.  This  error  must  not  be  repeated  in  Acton;  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  for 
the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  segment  must  provide  details  of,  and  justifications  for,  all  of  the 
sites  selected  for  vibration  propagation  measurements. 

The  route  alternatives  that  the  HSRA  has  mapped  through  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  Santa  Clarita, 
etc.  include  underground  tunnels  that  traverse  many  residential  areas  within  250  feet  of 
many  homes.  It  is  therefore  likely  that  the  "Ground-Borne  Noise"  level  in  many  homes  will 
exceed  the  35  dBA  threshold  level  of  significance  even  if  the  "Overall  Vibration"  level  does 
not  exceed  the  72  VdBA  threshold  level  of  significance2.  Previous  EIR/EIS  documents 
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prepared  by  FRA/HSRA  have  only  addressed  "Ground-Borne  Vibration"  impacts  and  have 
not  addressed  "Ground-Borne  Noise"  impacts3.  Given  the  extensive  tunneling  under 
residential  areas  that  is  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment,  and  the  significant 
vibration  propagation  which  occurs  in  high  speed  train  tunnels,  it  is  imperative  that  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS  clearly  address  "Ground-Borne  Noise"  impacts  and  "Ground- 
Borne  Vibration"  impacts  as  separate  and  distinct  impacts  and  that  the  results  be 
thoroughly  reported  in  sufficient  detail  to  enable  the  public  to  review  and  confirm  the 
efficacy  and  accuracy  of  all  conclusions  that  are  presented.  Additionally,  the  EIR/EIS  must 
report  the  projected  vibration  levels  (in  low,  medium,  and  high  frequency  ranges]  and  the 
projected  ground-borne  noise  vibration  levels  along  every  HSR  route  in  Acton  especially 
along  underground  portions. 

There  are  also  concerns  with  the  overall  vibration  impact  assessment  approach  adopted  by 
FRA/CHSRA.  For  example,  regarding  community  response  evoked  by  vibration  levels 
created  HSR  operation,  The  2012  Manual  states  (emphasis  added]: 

"Most  experience  is  with  the  community  response  to  ground-borne  vibration 
from  rail  rapid  transit  systems  with  typical  headways  in  the  range  of  3-10 
min  and  each  vibration  event  lasting  less  than  10  s.  Intuition  suggests  that 
with  many  fewer  events  each  day ,  as  is  typical  for  high-speed  rail 
projects,  it  should  take  higher  vibration  levels  to  evoke  the  same 
community  response.  This  was  accounted  for  in  the  criteria  by 
distinguishing  between  projects  with  varying  numbers  of  events,  where 
Frequent  Events  are  defined  as  more  than  70  events  per  day,  Occasional 
Events  range  between  30  and  70  events  per  day,  and  Infrequent  Events  are 
fewer  than  30  events  per  day." 

The  CHSR  project  will  result  in  272  trains  per  day  passing  through  Acton4,  which  is  4  times 
greater  than  the  70  trains  per  day  which  FRA  deems  to  be  "frequent".  Clearly,  the  CHSR 
project  merits  its  own  "hyper  frequent"  event  classification,  and  as  FRA's  intuition  suggests, 
it  should  have  impact  criteria  that  is  somewhat  less  than  the  72  VdB  and  the  35  dBA 
identified  in  the  2012  FRA  manual.  For  these  reasons,  a  maximum  vibration  impact 
criterion  of  65  VdB  (representing  a  reasonable  lower  bound  for  human  perception]  and  a 
maximum  ground-born  noise  criterion  limit  of  30  dBA  (representing  a  reasonable  mid¬ 
frequency  lower  bound  for  quiet  areas]  should  be  adopted  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank 
environmental  impact  assessment. 

Another  reason  that  the  35  dBA  ground-borne  noise  impact  criteria  is  inappropriate  is 
because  it  will  cause  sleep  disturbances  if  it  occurs  as  a  mid-  frequency  event  (a  fact  that  is 
clearly  established  in  Table  6-1  of  the  2012  FRA  manual].  Since  no  frequency  distinction  is 
made  in  the  application  of  this  impact  criterion,  it  cannot  be  relied  upon  in  Acton,  which  is 
scheduled  to  endure  these  events  as  often  as  272  times  per  day.  Therefore,  FRA/CHSRA 
must  not  adopt  any  ground-borne  noise  impact  criteria  exceeding  30  dBA  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  EIR/EIS. 
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2.  VIBRATION  &  GROUND-BORNE  NOISE  IMPACTS  ON  ANIMALS 

In  addition  to  being  an  equestrian  community  in  which  residents  ride  extensively,  Acton 
also  has  numerous  and  extensive  agricultural  and  animal  rescue  facilities  which 
accommodate  a  wide  range  of  domestic  and  wild  animals  including  horses,  cows,  chickens, 
sheep,  tigers,  llamas,  emus,  lions,  etc.  The  heart  of  Acton  is  also  traversed  by  every  single 
Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  route  alternative  that  is  now  under  consideration  by  the  FRA  and 
CHSRA.  There  is  no  doubt  that  HSR  operations  in  general  (and  tunnel  routes  in  particular) 
will  create  significant  vibration  and  ground-borne  noise  impacts  on  domestic  animals, 
livestock,  and  animal  rescue  facilities.  Yet,  incredibly,  neither  the  CHSRA  nor  the  FRA  have 
any  intention  of  looking  at  HSR  vibration  and  ground-borne  noise  impacts  on  animals5. 

FRA  has  never  adopted  (or  even  considered)  any  vibration  impact  thresholds  for  animals 
even  though  there  is  clear  evidence  that  many  animals  are  far  more  sensitive  to  low 
frequency  and  high  frequency  vibrations  than  humans.  For  instance,  low-frequency 
vibrations  that  humans  cannot  feel  are  picked  up  by  horses  through  their  hooves.  Horses 
can  even  sense  vibrations  with  their  teeth  as  they  graze.  The  fact  that  vibration  impacts  on 
animals  are  perhaps  not  well  known  does  not  mean  that  such  impacts  do  not  exist,  and  it 
certainly  does  not  give  license  to  FRA/CHSRA  to  completely  ignore  them  in  the  EIR/EIS 
that  is  prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  segment.  FRA/HSRA  must  develop  and 
implement  a  study  that  investigates  low,  medium,  and  high  frequency  vibration  impacts  on 
horses,  cattle,  sheep,  and  chickens  and  based  on  the  results  obtained,  develop  appropriate 
vibration  impact  thresholds  for  these  animals.  These  results  must  be  thoroughly 
documented  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS,  which  will  address  projected  animal 
impacts  (especially  along  underground  portions)  through  the  application  of  the  threshold 
levels  that  are  developed. 

3.  VIBRATION  IMPACTSON  UNDERGROUND  STRUCTURES 

Most  Acton  residents  rely  on  private  residential  wells  for  their  water  supply.  These  well 
systems  include  extensive  underground  infrastructure  (such  as  casings  and  pumps)  which 
can  be  affected  by  vibrations  resulting  from  tunnel  construction  and  HSR  operation.  Yet,  it 
does  not  appear  that  CHSRA/FRA  have  ever  considered  such  vibration  impacts  on  well 
infrastructure6.  This  impact  must  be  thoroughly  addressed  in  the  EIR/EIS  that  is  prepared 
for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  segment. 

4.  FOLLOW-UP  I  INVESTIGATIONS 

The  projected  sound  levels,  vibration  levels,  and  ground-borne  noise  levels  that  are 
reported  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  EIR/EIS  must  be  confirmed  through  follow-up 
investigations  which  measure  actual  vibration  levels  and  actual  ground-borne  noise  levels 
along  the  HSR  route  in  Acton  especially  along  underground  tunnel  alignments.  FRA/HSRA 
must  be  held  accountable  for,  and  promptly  mitigate,  any  significant  land  use  and/or 
animal  impacts  that  are  revealed  by  these  follow-up  studies,  particularly  if  they  were 
"missed"  in  the  environmental  review  and  EIR/EIS  development  process.  FRA/HSRA  must 
also  be  held  accountable  for  any  perceived  impacts  on  animals  due  to  sound,  vibration,  or 
ground-borne  noise  that  results  from  HSR  operation  especially  along  underground  tunnel 
routes.  FRA/CHSRA  must  work  with,  and  make  "whole",  all  affected  property  owners  for 
whom  such  impacts  cannot  be  mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance. 
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5.  VI B  RATI  ON  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

Several  problems  are  noted  with  the  mitigation  approach  adopted  by  the  FRA/CHSRA  to 
address  vibration  and  ground-borne  noise  impacts.  First  and  foremost  is  the  fact  that  an 
appropriate  spectrum  of  vibration  mitigation  approaches  have  never  been  developed 
"Because  ground-borne  vibration  is  not  as  common  a  problem  as  environmental  noise" 
[Page  9-19  of  FRA's  2012  Manual].  Clearly,  the  over-arching  premise  upon  which  this 
manual  is  based  is  that  HSR  alignments  would  be  above  ground,  thus  causing  vibration 
impacts  to  be  overshadowed  by  sound  impacts.  This  is  not  the  case  for  HSR  alignments 
proposed  through  Acton;  most  of  which  are  underground  and  pass  directly  under 
established  residential  neighborhoods.  Another  problem  is  that  several  of  the  vibration 
control  measures  proposed  by  FRA/CHSRA  have  not  been  widely  implemented  on  high 
speed  train  systems,  so  their  efficacy  has  not  been  properly  established.  Another  problem 
arises  from  the  fact  that  implementation  of  vibration  control  measures  may  be  rather 
costly,  and  there  is  concern  that  FRA/CHSRA  may  conclude  that  vibration  mitigation  may 
not  be  "cost  effective".  To  forestall  such  a  conclusion,  FRA/CHSRA  are  reminded  that  CEQA 
does  not  allow  mitigation  measures  or  environmentally  superior  alternatives  to  be 
sidestepped  simply  because  they  are  not  deemed  "cost  effective".  To  the  contrary, 
FRA/CHSRA  can  only  avoid  mitigation  if  it  is  conclusively  demonstrated  [based  on 
substantial  evidence  provided  in  the  record]  that  the  incremental  cost  of  implementing 
mitigation  is  so  great  that  it  renders  the  entire  project  economically  infeasible  [CEQA 
Statutes  §  21002]. 

Finally,  a  particular  concern  stems  from  the  enhanced  maintenance  procedures  proposed 
by  FRA/CHSRA  to  mitigate  vibration  impacts.  Specifically,  "rail  grinding”  poses  a 
significant  fire  risk  resulting  from  the  wide  (20+  feet]  fountain  of  hot  sparks  that  are 
emitted  from  grinding  equipment  even  when  it  is  equipped  with  skirting  and  water 
suppression  devices.  This  is  of  substantial  concern  in  Acton,  the  entire  area  of  which  has 
been  designated  by  CAL-FIRE  as  a  Very  High  Fire  Hazard  Zone  (FHFHZ"].  The  fire  danger 
posed  by  this  maintenance  activity  is  magnified  by  the  fact  that  Acton  is  a  high  desert 
community  that  is  covered  in  dry,  flammable  vegetation  and  which  frequently  has 
sustained  wind  levels  exceeding  30  miles  per  hour.  Fires  initiated  by  rail  grinding  during 
"maintenance  of  way"  activities  are  an  almost  common  occurrence,  yet,  incredibly, 
FRA/CHSRA  have  never  even  addressed  the  fire  risk  associated  with  rail  grinding7,  which  is 
supposed  to  occur  "on  a  regular  basis"  [[Page  9-19  of  the  2-12  FRA  Manual].  This  is  not 
acceptable  to  the  Community  of  Acton,  which  demands  that  fire  danger  aspects  of 
FRA/HSRA  "maintenance  of  way"  activities  be  fully  addressed  and  mitigated  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS. 

6.  MOST  VI BRATION I  IMPACTS  CAN  BE  AVOI DED 

All  of  the  HSR  vibration  impacts  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  Santa  Clarita,  Sylmar,  San  Fernando, 
and  all  communities  north,  west  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF]  can  be 
completely  eliminated  simply  by  routing  the  train  into  the  ANF  outside  of  Acton  and 
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maintain  it  underground  along  a  route  that  avoids  all  Acton  residential  areas  (see  figures 
provided  in  previous  comments  submitted  by  J.  Ayer  on  August  29,  2014).  This 
“environmentally  superior"  alternative  would  require  a  slight  adjustment  of  the  “study 
area"  depicted  in  Exhibit  1  of  the  HSRA's  Notice  of  Preparation  issued  July  24,  2014. 

7.  OTHER  ISSUES 

A  large  garage  is  planned  along  the  northern  property  line  of  APN  3208-007-058.  It  has 
been  approved  by  the  County  Planning  department  and  will  be  located  within  5  feet  of  the 
northern  property  line.  The  vibration  analysis  and  the  noise  analysis  must  account  for  this 
intended  structure,  which  will  apparently  lie  within  250  feet  of  the  proposed  SR  14E  route 
alternative. 

The  FRA/CHSRA  have  never  addressed  maintenance  noise  impacts  or  maintenance 
vibration  impacts  that  occur  outside  of  “fixed  facilities"  such  as  maintenance  yards8. 
Anecdotal  information  received  from  residents  living  near  the  Acela  track  in  Boston  reports 
that  the  nighttime  “maintenance"  noises  are  just  as  significant  and  disturbing  as  the 
daytime  “operation"  noises.  Given  that  frequent  rail  maintenance  is  the  preferred  vibration 
mitigation  measure  proposed  by  FRA/CHSRA,  the  noise  and  vibration  impacts  of  these 
maintenance  operations  (which  will  predominantly  occur  at  night  when  people  are  trying 
to  sleep)  must  be  addressed.  CHSRA  officials  have  been  asked  to  provide  information  on 
the  frequency  with  which  maintenance  activities  such  as  “rail  grinding"  will  occur,  but  no 
response  has  been  received9. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Tacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

September  12,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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ENDNOTES 

1  Page  5-1;  Merced-Fresno  segment  EIR/EIS  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report". 

2  According  to  Table  8-2  of  the  "High  Speed  Rail  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact  Assessment" 
published  by  the  FERA  in  2012,  the  adjustment  factor  that  is  used  to  determine  "Ground- 
Borne  Noise"  from  "Ground  Borne  Vibration"  data  for  tunnel  configurations  is  either  35 
dBA  (typical)  or  20  dBA  (for  rock  or  solid  clay).  Therefore,  even  if  the  overall  vibration 
level  at  a  residence  located  150  feet  above  a  tunnel  is  only  71  VdB  (and  therefore  below  the 
"Ground  Borne  Vibration"  threshold),  it  will  exceed  the  35  dBA  threshold  established  for 
"Ground  Borne  Noise". 

3  The  EIS/EIR  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno  segment  barely  mentions  "Ground-Borne 
Noise"  results  in  passing,  and  does  not  actually  address  them  at  ah  (page  7-27  of  the 
Technical  Report  simply  states  "The  vibration  assessment  projected  no  ground-borne  noise 
impacts  for  any  of  the  HST  alternatives".)  The  only  actual  vibration  results  that  are 
reported  for  the  Merced-Fresno  HSR  operation  are  "Overall  Vibration"  and  "Maximum 
Vibration  Velocity"  results;  "Ground-Borne  Noise"  results  are  not  reported  anywhere  at  all 
(See  pages  7-27  to  7-43  of  the  Technical  Report). 

4  Page  6-2  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  In  addition,  48  trains  (24  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  Assuming  more  than  half  the  day 
trains  run  during  peak  hours  results  in  a  trip  frequency  exceeding  20  trains  per  hour. 

5  FRA/HSRA  have  never  considered  vibration  or  ground-borne  noise  impacts  on  animals  in 
any  of  the  environmental  documents  prepared  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
Project.  The  2012  FRA  Manual  for  assessing  HSR  noise  and  vibration  impacts  does  not 
consider  any  vibration  or  ground-borne  noise  impacts  on  animals. 

6  FRA/HSRA  have  not  considered  vibration  impacts  on  well  systems  in  any  environmental 
documents  prepared  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Project.  Also,  the  2012  FRA 
Manual  for  assessing  HSR  noise  and  vibration  impacts  does  not  consider  such  impacts. 

7  FRA/HSRA  have  never  considered  fire  risks  associated  with  rail  grinding  activities  in  any 
of  the  environmental  documents  prepared  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
Project.  The  2012  FRA  Manual  also  fails  to  address,  or  even  mention,  these  risks. 

8  FRA/HSRA  have  not  addressed  maintenance  noise  or  vibration  impacts  outside  of  "fixed 
facilities"  in  any  environmental  documents  prepared  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Project.  The  2012  FRA  Manual  also  fails  to  address,  or  even  mention,  these  impacts. 

9  Electronic  mail  request  sent  to  Ms.  Michelle  Boehm  on  September  8,  2014. 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK 
HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

The  three  essential  elements  of  the  Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  noise  impact 
assessment  are: 

1.  Quantify  train  noise  level  projections  using  computer  modeling  based  on  train 
configuration,  operating  parameters,  and  sound  propagation  conditions. 

2.  Develop  noise  descriptors  to  assess  noise  impacts  and  establish  impact  criteria  and 
apply  these  results  to  project  area  data  to  ascertain  the  location  and  number  of  receivers 
for  whom  the  project  presents  potentially  "severe"  or  "significant"  adverse  impacts. 

3.  Apply  impact  mitigation  measures  and  ascertain  the  extent  to  which  significant  impacts 
are  reduced. 

Comments,  concerns,  and  recommendations  regarding  each  of  these  elements  of  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  noise  impact  study  are  addressed  separately  below.  In 
addition,  a  brief  discussion  of  issues  unique  to  Acton  are  provided 


1.  HIGH  SPEED  TRAIN  NOISE  LEVEL  PROJECTIONS 

The  high  speed  train  noise  estimation  methods  employed  by  FRA/HSRA  are  set  forth  in 
detail  in  Chapters  4  and  5  of  the  FRA's  "High  Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Manual"  published  in  September  2012.  These  methods  consider  various 
locational  and  operational  parameters  that  contribute  to  the  high  speed  train  Sound 
Exposure  Level  ("SEL"]  that  is  experienced  at  any  given  location.  The  manual  is  written  in 
a  simple  and  straightforward  manner  and  it  directs  that  equations  (provided  in  Table  5-4] 
be  reconciled  with  applicable  train  parameters  (provided  in  Table  5-2]  to  project  sound 
levels  generated  by  a  high  speed  train  operated  under  the  expected  conditions. 
Notwithstanding  the  erroneous  value  for  lenref  that  is  provided  in  Table  5-2  for  the 
propulsion  subsource  component  of  EMU  trains  (the  value  should  be  73,  not  634],  the  SEL 
calculation  methods  provided  in  the  manual  can  easily  be  used  by  the  public  to  assess  the 
accuracy  of  FRA's/HSRA's  noise  profile  results  and  (by  extension]  the  validity  of 
FRA's/HSRA's  noise  impact  analysis.  Unfortunately,  the  public  has  not  been  able  to 
perform  these  assessments  on  previous  environmental  impact  studies  prepared  by 
FRA/HSRA  because  these  studies  failed  to  provide  the  information  necessary  for  such 
analyses.  For  example,  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR  failed  to  provide  information  such  as  the 
number  and  length  of  power  units  and  the  length  of  passenger  cars  in  the  modeled  trainset, 
so  the  subsource  SEL  value  at  50  feet  could  not  be  calculated.  Similarly,  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  failed  to  provide  shielding  and  ground  effect  data  for  any  location  along  the 
corridor,  so  it  is  impossible  to  calculate  any  SEL  at  any  distance  for  any  location.  Even  if 
some  of  this  information  had  been  provided  so  that  members  of  the  public  could  "spot 
check"  the  calculated  SEL  results  for  at  least  some  locations,  there  is  nothing  to  compare 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-99 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1038  (Jacki  Ayer,  September  12,  2014)  -  Continued 


these  calculated  values  against  because  FRA/HSRA  failed  to  publish  any  of  the  actual  high 
speed  noise  levels  computed  by  the  noise  prediction  model! ! !  All  of  these  omissions  are 
explicitly  contrary  to  the  instructions  provided  by  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  states  that  the  environmental  impact  analysis  must  list  the  data  that  is  input 
to  the  noise  prediction  model,  and  it  must  provide  a  detailed  accounting  of  predicted  noise 
levels  resulting  from  the  high  speed  rail  project  (See  Page  11-2). 

FRA/HSRA  has  not  provided  any  noise  prediction  levels  in  any  of  the  EIR/EIS  documents 
prepared  to  date.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  has  plotted  “dots"  which  identify  locations  where  the 
calculated  difference  between  the  predicted  “cumulative"  noise  level  (averaged  over  24 
hours)  and  the  existing  “cumulative"  noise  level  exceed  specific  threshold  values  (see  for 
example  Figures  7-2  to  7-5  of  the  Technical  Noise  Study  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS).  The  plain  language  contained  in  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  clearly 
directs  FRA/HSRA  to  provide  the  actual  noise  levels  that  are  predicted  by  the  high  speed 
train  noise  model;  it  does  NOT  allow  this  requirement  to  be  satisfied  by  mere  “dot  plots"  of 
locations  where  differences  between  24-hour  averaged  “project"  noise  levels  and  “existing" 
noise  levels  meet  some  pre-established  threshold.  These  omissions  (which  constitute 
substantial  deficiencies)  are  unacceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton  and  must  not  occur  in 
the  environmental  impact  analysis  that  is  conducted  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment. 
FRA/HSRA  must  provide  contour  maps  of  actual  sound  exposure  levels  (SELs)  in  10  dBA 
increments  that  range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton.  In  addition,  and  consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA's 
2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  FRA/HSRA  shall  provide  relevant  noise  model  inputs 
(including  sound  propagation  parameters  that  properly  reflect  that  G=0  throughout  most 
of  Acton)  which  will  enable  the  public  to  confirm  at  least  some  of  the  SEL  values  that  are 
projected.  Of  particular  concern  is  projected  pantograph  noise  levels  that  can  exceed  100 
dBA,  and  which  occur  high  (16  ft)  on  the  train  and  are  therefore  not  effectively  shielded  by 
the  12  foot  sound  barriers  typically  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  to  mitigate  sound  impacts. 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
“direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  “direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  “occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment. 
The  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to  produce  such  information  in  previous 
environmental  reviews  is  irrelevant;  previous  compliance  failures  do  not  justify  future 
compliance  failures.  The  best  way  to  disclose  this  information  is  to  provide  high  speed 
train  noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  which  range  from 
the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less.  In  prior  environmental  assessments,  FRA  and  HSRA 
have  only  reported  the  locations  at  which  calculated  24-hour  “average"  noise  parameters 
exceeded  established  thresholds.  These  calculated  24-hour  “average"  noise  results  (which 
were  not  published  either)  combined  existing  ambient  noise  data  with  projected  high 
speed  train  noise  data  to  derive  some  sort  of  “cumulative"  noise  impact.  While  this  24-hour 
“average"  value  may  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of  indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a 
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cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  must  also  be  considered  under  CEQA],  it  does  not,  by  dny 
Stretch  of  the  imagination ,  represent  the  “direct  effects"  of  the  high  speed  train  which  occur 
only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train  passes  by.  FRA's 
continual  violations  of  NEPA  and  HSRA's  continual  violations  of  CEQA  will  not  be  tolerated 
by  the  community  of  Acton,  which  demands  that  actual  noise  levels  be  provided  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS. 

In  addition  to  the  deficiencies  noted  above,  there  are  additional  concerns  with  the 
procedures  that  FRA/HSRA  implemented  in  previous  environmental  studies  to  establish 
sound  propagation  rates  and  identify  appropriate  screening  distances  and  noise  study 
areas.  According  to  Figure  7-1  of  the  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  for 
the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  appears  that  FRA/HSRA  assume  a  “soft-ground"  propagation 
rate  in  which  sound  attenuation  occurs  at  approximately  4.5  dBA  per  distance  doubling. 
This  attenuation  rate  is  NOT  appropriate  for  the  community  of  Acton,  which  (as  a  desert 
community]  has  very  little  vegetation  cover  in  most  areas.  A  maximum  attenuation  rate  of 
3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate  for  Acton.  It  also  appears  that  this  “soft 
ground"  propagation  rate  was  used  to  establish  impact  screening  distances  and  study  areas 
necessary  for  ensuring  proper  identification  of  all  impacted  receivers.  According  to  the 
Merced-Fresno  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report",  a  screening  distance  of  2,500  feet 
from  the  proposed  alignment  was  established  based  on  specific  “project  factors".  However, 
the  study  failed  to  specify  these  “project  factors".  Some  factors  (such  as  train  speed]  are 
obvious,  but  others  are  not.  In  any  event,  FRA/HSRA  must  not  assume  a  4.5  dBA  per 
distance  doubling  “soft-ground"  propagation  rate  in  determining  appropriate  screening 
distances  for  Acton,  since  a  3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate.  Additionally, 
the  assumptions  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  in  determining  screening  distances,  noise 
projections,  sound  propagation,  etc.,  must  be  clearly  and  thoroughly  documented  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  noise  impact  study  to  such  an  extent  that  it  will  allow  members  of  the 
public  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  results  that  are  reported. 

2.  FRA/  HSR  A  NOISE  DESCRIPTORS  AND  IMPACT  CRITERIA 

FRA/HSRA  address  high  speed  train  noise  effects  using  3  different  “noise  descriptors",  each 
of  which  has  a  “severe"  impact  criterion  that  is  used  to  establish  whether  or  not  the  effect  is 
significant.  The  primary  descriptor  (used  to  assess  human  impacts]  relies  on  the  principal 
of  averaging  cumulative  sound  exposure  levels  over  a  24  hour  period,  and  the  impact 
criteria  associated  with  this  descriptor  is  similarly  averaged.  A  secondary  descriptor 
(referred  to  as  noise  “onset  rate"]  addresses  potential  startle  effects;  FRA/HSRA  considers 
this  noise  effect  to  be  “informational"  only  and  its  associated  impacts  are  not  actually 
assessed.  The  third  descriptor  addresses  noise  impacts  on  animals.  Each  of  these  noise 
descriptors  and  their  associated  impact  criteria  are  discussed  below  (along  with  the 
attending  problems  and  deficiencies  they  present]. 

2.1  Primary  High  Speed  Rail  Noise  Descriptor. 

The  primary  noise  descriptor  adopted  by  the  FRA/HSRA  employs  a  noise  “averaging" 
model  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  a  high  speed  rail  project  will  create  significant 
cumulative  noise  impacts  on  human  populations,  and  it  ostensibly  establishes  the  noise 
impacts  experienced  by  an  individual  on  average  over  a  24-hour  period  at  a  particular 
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location1.  This  24-hour  averaging  noise  impact  approach  has  been  employed  in  the  United 
States  for  decades  to  assess  noise  effects  of  conventional  locomotives  with  operating 
speeds  below  125  mph.  This  24  hour  averaging  parameter  is  referred  to  as  "The  Day  Night 
Sound  Level"  (Ldn]  and  it  does  not  represent  actual  noise  events,  rather  it  "dilutes"  these 
noise  events  by  averaging  them  in  with  other  noise  events  that  occur  over  a  24-hour 
period. 

Ldn  values  are  calculated  for  a  particular  receiver  location  by  reconciling  the  calculated  high 
speed  train  SEL  results  at  that  location  (described  above)  with  system  operating  data  (such 
as  the  number  of  trains  per  day)  and  "shielding”  parameters  (if  applicable).  The  Ldn  value 
calculated  at  a  particular  receiver  location  is  then  compared  to  actual  existing  Ldn  levels 
(measured  at  representative  receiver  locations  under  existing  [non-project]  conditions).  If 
the  difference  between  these  Ldn  values  meets  or  exceeds  the  "severe"  impact  criterion,  the 
noise  impact  at  that  particular  location  is  deemed  "severe".  Areas  where  "severe"  impacts 
occur  are  flagged  for  potential  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  project  noise  impacts. 

Ldn  fails  to  properly  characterize  significant  noise  events  that  are  created  by  frequent,  220 
mph  high  speed  train  trips,  therefore  FRA's  and  HSRA's  reliance  on  Ldn  as  the  metric  for 
determining  "significance"  or  "severity"  of  noise  impacts  attributed  to  high  speed  train 
operation  is  misplaced.  The  fact  is,  sound  levels  generated  by  trains  operating  at  these 
speeds  can  be  more  than  20  dBA  higher  (and  therefore  4  times  louder)  than  conventional 
locomotives2,  and  they  occur  with  much  more  suddenness  due  to  high  train  speeds.  Worse 
yet,  the  frequency  at  which  these  sound  events  occur  is  also  higher;  high  speed  train  trips 
through  Acton  are  expected  to  exceed  20  per  hour3,  which  is  significantly  greater  than 
conventional  train  travel  rates.  Ldn  fails  to  accurately  represent  the  significant  noise 
impacts  created  by  these  rapid,  frequent,  high  dBA  "peak"  noise  events  because  it  masks 
their  significance  by  averaging  them  over  a  24  hour  time  period,  thereby  rendering  them 
insignificant. 

This  is  illustrated  in  Table  1,  which  presents  Ldn  as  a  function  of  train  traffic  volume  at  a 
location  where  the  actual  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL)  is  90  dBA.  To  an  individual  at  this 
location,  what  is  heard  is  louder  than  a  jackhammer  operating  50  feet  away4.  The  traffic 
volumes  considered  in  Table  1  range  from  one  train  every  10  minutes  to  one  train  every  30 
seconds.  Obviously,  the  impact  of  being  constantly  exposed  to  90  dBA  noise  levels  every  1- 
3  minutes  is  substantially  greater  than  being  exposed  every  10  minutes;  under  such 
circumstances,  one  could  not  have  a  conversation,  read,  think,  or  reasonably  function.  Yet, 
incredibly,  the  value  of  Ldn  is  nearly  the  same  for  both  these  circumstances.  In  other  words, 
the  value  of  Ldn  hardly  changes  at  all,  even  when  train  volumes  increase  by  a  factor  of  10. 
Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  that  Ldn  misrepresents  a  90  dBA  sound  events  as  being  at 
least  4  times  quieter  than  they  actually  are  (noting  that  every  10  dBA  increase  in  sound 
level  will  actually  doubles  the  sound  volume).  This  gives  a  disingenuously  false 
representation  of  actual  noise  events.  As  Table  1  demonstrates,  Ldn  intrinsically  fails  to 
accurately  represent  "actual"  noise  events,  and  is  therefore  insufficient  to  establish  the 
noise  impacts  of,  and  appropriate  mitigation  measures  for,  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
project.  The  HSRA  is  reminded  that  CEQA  requires  consideration  of  actual  impacts 
resulting  from  actual  project  noise  conditions  rather  than  contrived  and  watered  down 
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representations  of  24-hour  average  noise  estimations.  In  other  words,  the  high  speed  rail 
project  will  expose  Acton  residents  to  frequent,  100  dBA  noise  events  which  are  40-60  dBA 
higher  than  current  noise  conditions,  therefore  CEQA  demands  that  the  actual  impacts 
generated  by  these  actual  conditions  be  assessed  in  HSRA's  environmental  review;  Ldn  is 
insufficient  for  this  purpose. 


Table  1.  Ldn  Variations  as  a  Function  of  Train  Passing  Rate. 


Daytime  Trains  per  hour 

Nighttime  Trains  per  hour 

Ldn 

6  (one  every  10  minutes] 

2 

64 

20  (one  every  3  minutes] 

2 

67 

60  (one  every  minute] 

2 

69 

120  (one  every  30  seconds] 

2 

73 

Based  on  an  SEL  of  90  &b  no  excess  shielding  from  trees/  buildings  (appropriate  for  Acton] 


The  fact  that  FRA  has  historically  relied  upon  Ldn  to  assess  noise  impacts  of  conventional 
locomotive  systems  that  operate  at  speeds  less  than  125  mph  is  irrelevant,  and  it  certainly 
does  not  provide  any  basis  for  using  Ldn  to  ascertain  noise  impacts  of  220  mph  train 
systems.  The  propulsion  and  mechanical  sound  profiles  generated  by  conventional 
locomotives  are  substantially  lower  than  the  aerodynamic  sound  profiles  generated  by  high 
speed  trains  operating  at  220  mph5.  Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  the  lower  speed  of 
conventional  locomotives  limits  the  frequency  with  which  conventional  locomotives  can 
run  (in  terms  of  trains  per  day],  thus  high  speed  train  traffic  volumes  are  many  times 
greater  than  conventional  train  systems.  In  other  words,  21st  century  high  speed  trains 
present  significantly  higher  sound  exposure  levels  and  run  far  more  often  than  19th  century 
conventional  locomotives.  Despite  these  remarkable  differences,  and  without  any 
engineering  justification  or  efficacy  studies,  the  FRA  has  simply  chosen  to  evaluate  high 
speed  train  noise  impacts  using  the  same  old  24  hour  averaging  model  that  it  has  used  for 
decades  on  slower,  quieter,  less  frequent  and  significantly  less  impactful  conventional  train 
systems.  Clearly,  this  is  inappropriate,  given  that  the  24  hour  average  noise  exposure 
model  (Ldn]  perceives  very  little  difference  between  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once 
every  10  minutes  and  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once  every  minute. 

FRA/HSRA  use  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  to  not  only  determine  high  speed  train 
noise  impacts,  but  also  to  determine  the  threshold  at  which  these  impacts  are  deemed 
"severe".  The  24-hour  average  noise  impact  thresholds  of  significance  adopted  by 
FRA/HSRA  (which  are  also  referred  to  as  "Noise  Impact  Criteria"]  are  depicted  in  Figures  3- 
1  and  3-21  of  the  FRA's  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual.  These  noise  impact  criteria  are 
particularly  troubling  to  Acton,  which  is  a  relatively  remote  community  that  has  a 
predominantly  quiet  sound  profile.  Existing  noise  levels  in  Acton  (expressed  in  terms  of 
Ldn]  that  occur  near  the  proposed  high  speed  train  corridors  are  on  the  order  of  45  dBA. 
Some  areas  of  Acton  are  so  quiet  that  conversations  can  be  heard  at  a  distance  of  half  a 
mile!  Yet,  according  to  the  established  "Noise  Impact  Criteria",  FRA/HSRA  does  not 
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consider  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  in  these  areas  to  be  "significant"  or  "severe"  unless 
they  increase  the  Ldn  value  BY  15  dBA,  which  corresponds  to  a  3-fold  increase  over  Acton's 
existing  average  sound  profile6.  According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  manual,  this 
significant  impact  threshold  was  established  based  on  data  presented  in  Figure  A-4  (which 
only  addresses  urban  environments  and  is  therefore  not  relevant  to  Acton)  and  Figure  A-5, 
which  ostensibly  indicates  "the  lowest  threshold  where  impact  start  to  occur"  [See  pg  A- 
14].  FRA  concludes  (from  Figure  A-5)  that  "there  are  very  few  people  highly  annoyed 
when  the  Ldn  is  50  dBA,  and  that  an  increase  in  Ldn  from  50  to  55  dBA  results  in  an  average 
of  2  percent  more  people  highly  annoyed".  This  conclusion  is  drawn  from  a 
mathematically  "fitted"  response  curve  that  overlays  Figure  A-5  and  is  supposed  to 
represent  the  data  points  that  are  plotted  therein.  However,  inspection  of  the  fitted 
response  curve  and  the  data  plotted  in  the  range  of  interest  (40-55  dBA)  reveals  that,  for 
this  data  range,  the  curve  is  so  substantially  biased  that  it  introduces  an  unacceptable  level 
of  error  and  is  therefore  mathematically  invalid.  Simply  put,  FRA's  conclusion  is 
mathematically  insupportable.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that,  for  Ldn  <55,  most  of  the 
data  points  lie  significantly  above  the  curve,  and  in  fact  only  one  data  point  lies  below  the 
curve.  The  substantial  error  in  Figure  A-5  within  the  40-55  dBA  range  of  interest 
completely  invalidates  FRA's  conclusion  that  an  Ldn  increase  from  50  to  55  dBA  is  "the 
lowest  threshold  where  impacts  start  to  occur". 

What  Figure  A- 14  clearly  shows  is  that,  for  people  who  live  in  quiet  environments  like 
Acton  (where  existing  Ldn  values  are  less  than  50  dBA),  upwards  of  10  percent  (and 
certainly  far  more  than  2  percent)  of  people  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if  Ldn  sound 
levels  increase  by  as  little  as  5  dBA.  This  is  not  surprising;  people  move  to  communities 
like  Acton  specifically  because  they  want  to  escape  the  noise  and  bustle  of  urban  and 
suburban  areas,  and  they  do  indeed  become  "highly  annoyed"  when  the  noise  level  is 
suddenly  increased  to  a  range  commensurate  with  suburban  living  (i.e.  60  dBA).  Stated 
more  clearly,  a  substantial  portion  of  Acton's  population  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if 
the  Ldn  increases  by  even  5  dBA.  This  is  a  fact  made  clearly  evident  by  the  data  presented 
in  Figure  A-5.  For  this  reason,  the  FRA  Noise  Impact  Criteria  depicted  in  Figures  3-1  and  3- 
2  of  the  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual  are  not  appropriate  for  Acton,  and  they  are 
certainly  not  mathematically  supportable.  To  be  consistent  with  the  data  presented  in 
Figure  A-5,  the  FRA/HSRA  should  adopt  a  "severe"  impact  Ldn  noise  criterion  of  5  dBA  for 
all  areas  in  which  the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

Even  if  we  pretend  for  a  moment  that  FRA's  assumptions  are  valid  regarding  50  dBA  being 
the  lowest  annoyance  level  (it  isn't)  and  5  dBA  representing  only  a  2%  increase  in 
annoyance  (it  doesn't);  these  erroneous  assumptions  still  do  not  justify  FRA's 
determination  that,  for  quiet  communities  like  Acton,  incremental  noise  increases  are  not 
deemed  "severe"  until  they  reach  15  dBA  on  average.  FRA  provides  absolutely  no  data  to 
support  this  outrageous  determination,  which  must  be  abandoned  in  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  HSR  EIR/EIS. 

It  is  also  noted  that  a  key  element  that  is  missing  from  all  FRA/HSRA  noise  impact 
assessments  is  a  consideration  of  the  actual  sound  level  increases  that  high  speed  trains 
create.  This  is  specifically  contrary  to  noise  assessment  and  impact  procedures  adopted  by 
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high  speed  rail  agencies  outside  the  United  States.  The  calculation  procedures  presented  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  clearly  demonstrate  that  noise  levels  outside  the 
high  speed  train  right-of-way  width  will  commonly  exceed  100  dBA  and  do  so  with  great 
frequency  (up  to  20  times  per  hour],  yet  the  very  real  impacts  created  by  these  significant 
noise  events  (such  as  sleep  disorders,  inattentiveness,  etc.]  are  completely  ignored  in  every 
environmental  assessment  that  is  performed.  In  fact,  prior  environmental  reviews 
conducted  by  FRA/HSRA  have  gone  to  great  lengths  to  avoid  reporting  any  Sound  Exposure 
Levels  (SEL]  for  high  speed  trains  even  though  this  is  precisely  the  information  that  is  of 
primary  interest  to  the  public!  For  example,  the  only  instance  in  which  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  even  considers  “actual"  sound  exposure  levels  is  in  the  discussion  of  “animal 
impacts",  and  that  analysis  was  cursory  at  best.  Residents  in  the  communities  of  Fresno, 
Merced  and  Bakersfield  have  not  been  provided  any  information  regarding  the  actual  noise 
levels  that  they  will  be  forced  to  endure.  This  is  not  acceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton, 
which  must  be  provided  a  full  and  complete  picture  of  the  actual  sound  exposure  levels  that 
will  be  occur  along  all  of  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 

2.2  Onset  Rate 

Despite  its  reliance  on  a  24  hour  averaging  method  to  determine  the  “significance"  of  high 
speed  train  impacts,  FRA  acknowledges  that  “The  presence  of  a  high-speed  rail  system  in 
close  proximity  to  homes  may  result  in  a  new  noise  unlike  other  existing  sources  of 
community  noise",  and  further  acknowledges  that  this  new  noise  exposure  can  be 
characterized  “by  sudden  onset  of  high  noise  levels  for  a  short  duration"7.  FRA  cites 
research  done  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  which  indicates  that  a  “startle"  effect  occurs  for  noise 
onset  rates  as  low  as  15  dBA/second8  FRA's  own  data  clarify  that,  for  steel  wheel  systems 
operated  at  220  mph  (which  are  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment],  a  15 
dBA/second  noise  onset  rate  can  occur  within  100  ft  of  the  train  corridor  9  Nonetheless, 
FRA  has  declared  (without  citing  any  studies  or  actual  evidence]  that  a  30  dBA/second 
noise  onset  rate  will  be  the  basis  upon  which  “startle"  effects  will  be  considered 
significant10  even  though  such  an  assumption  is  inconsistent  with,  and  substantially  more 
than,  published  studies.  Of  equal  concern  is  the  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  consider  data  relevant 
to  “startle"  effects  to  be  informational  only11,  which  means  that  “startle"  effects  are  not 
considered  to  be  a  legitimate  element  of  any  high  speed  rail  noise  impact  assessment  or 
mitigation  effort.  In  other  words,  FRA/HSRA  acknowledge  that  “startle"  effects  present  a 
new  and  significant  noise  impact  that  is  unique  to  high  speed  rail  systems,  but  do  not 
intend  to  consider  the  “startle"  effect  to  be  as  an  actual  impact  which  requires  mitigation. 
This  is  not  surprising,  given  FRA's/HSRA's  intractable  (and  inappropriate]  commitment  to 
using  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  “Ldn"  model  to  establish  high  speed  train  noise  impacts. 
The  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  does  not  (and  cannot]  accommodate  “startle"  effect 
and  rapid  onset  rate  impacts,  so  FRA/HSRA  simply  disregards  these  impacts  based  on  an 
arbitrary  (and  technically  insupportable]  impact  threshold  of  30  dBA/second  rather  than 
the  15  dBA/second  threshold  supported  by  published  studies.  The  30  dBA/second  noise 
“Onset  Rate"  threshold  is  inadequate  and  technically  insupportable,  therefore  the 
Community  of  Acton  demands  that  1]  An  onset  rate  significance  threshold  of  15 
dBA/second  be  established  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment,  and  2]  The  areas  where 
high  speed  train  noise  models  indicate  a  15  dBA/second  onset  rate  will  occur  must  be 
clearly  mapped  for  all  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 
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2.3  Animal  Impacts 

FRA  admits  that  it  has  not  established  any  "criteria  relating  high  speed  train  noise  and 
animal  behavior"  though  it  acknowledges  that  high  speed  train  noise  characteristics  "are 
similar  to  low  overflights  of  aircraft",  and  that  such  noises  "can  have  a  disturbing  effect  on 
both  domestic  livestock  and  wildlife"12 .  FRA  further  admits  that  hearing  in  animals  differs 
from  hearing  in  humans,  thus  it  may  not  be  appropriate  to  establish  noise  impacts  on 
animals  via  the  "A-weighting"  approach  implicit  in  FRA's  noise  impact  assessment 
procedures13.  Nonetheless,  and  despite  the  fact  that  "Long-term  effects  [of  noise  on 
livestock  and  wildlife]  continue  to  be  a  matter  of  speculation"  and  the  lack  of  sound 
weighting  data  "established  for  representing  the  hearing  characteristics"  of  animals,  FRA 
has  adopted  "interim"  criteria  for  establishing  high  speed  rail  noise  effects  on  animals,  and 
declared  that  these  "interim"  criteria  are  to  be  used  until  "further  research  results  are 
known" 14.  The  problems  with  this  approach  are  almost  too  numerous  to  count,  not  the 
least  of  which  is  that  FRA  has  been  using  this  "interim  criteria"  for  more  than  10  years,  and 
has  failed  to  conduct  any  of  the  research  needed  to  properly  establish  an  accurate  and 
responsive  approach  for  determining  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  on  animals15. 

FRA  has  shirked  its  duties  and  abdicated  a  fundamental  responsibility  by  failing  to  develop 
an  appropriate  means  for  assessing  and  mitigating  this  high  speed  train  noise  impact. 
Rather  than  properly  developing  appropriate  noise  impact  criteria  for  animals,  FRA  has 
merely  "borrowed"  the  100  dBA  SEL  criteria  developed  by  the  U.S.  Air  Force  without  any 
consideration  of  whether  the  Air  Force  criteria  is  even  applicable  to  high  speed  rail 
operation!  For  the  record,  it  is  not.  The  Air  Force  established  the  100  dBA  SEL  for  turkeys 
experiencing  occasional  low  aircraft  overflights  that  do  not  occur  continuously  or  at  the 
same  frequency  as  high  speed  rail  systems16.  In  other  words,  the  low  aircraft  overflights 
considered  in  the  Air  Force  turkey  study  do  not  occur  272  times  per  day,  every  day  of  every 
week  of  every  year  (which  is  the  high  speed  train  schedule  proposed  for  the  Burbank- 
Palmdale  section17),  so  it  is  clearly  inappropriate  to  rely  on  this  study  as  the  basis  for 
developing  a  high  speed  rail  noise  impact  threshold  for  all  animals.  More  to  the  point,  a 
turkey's  response  to  infrequent  and  unscheduled  100  dBA  noise  events  is  not  in  any  way 
representative  of  all  animal  responses  to  frequent  (272  times  per  day)  noise  events  that 
will  exceed  100  dBA.  This  fact  is  made  clear  in  the  FRA's  2012  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  clarifies  that  mammals  will  break  and  run  at  noise  levels  as  low  as  77  dBA18. 
The  failure  of  FRA/HSRA  to  establish  an  effective  means  of  assessing  high  speed  train  noise 
impacts  on  animals  is  a  matter  of  substantial  concern  in  Acton,  which  is  not  only  an 
equestrian  community  (whose  residents  ride  extensively  throughout  the  proposed  HSR 
corridors)  but  also  has  numerous  and  extensive  agricultural  and  animal  rescue  facilities 
which  accommodate  a  wide  range  of  domestic  and  wild  animals  including  horses,  cows, 
chickens,  sheep,  tigers,  llamas,  emus,  etc. 

To  address  these  failures,  FRA/HSRA  must  provide  accurate  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL) 
contour  maps  for  each  of  the  high  speed  rail  corridors  proposed  in  the  community  of  Acton. 
Some  horses  are  exceptionally  skittish,  and  will  react  in  panic  at  noise  levels  that  are  quite 
low  (in  fact,  FRA's  own  data  establishes  that  sounds  as  low  as  77  dBA  will  cause  antelope  to 
run).  Therefore,  these  SEL  maps  must  be  sufficiently  detailed  to  enable  Acton  residents  to 
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ascertain  where  it  may  be  unsafe  or  inappropriate  to  ride  their  horses  or  establish  other 
equestrian  or  animal  uses  based  on  their  own  knowledge  of  their  animal's  intrinsic 
temperament.  At  a  minimum,  noise  contours  for  the  community  of  Acton  must  be  provided 
in  10  dBA  increments  and  extend  to  areas  where  the  SEL  =  60  dBA.  Notably,  FRA/HSRA 
have  not  developed  SEL  contour  maps  in  any  of  the  environmental  impact  studies  that 
have  been  completed  to  date  (including  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  the  Fresno- 
Bakersfield  EIR/EIS).  When  I  asked  an  FRA/HSRA  engineer  at  a  recent  scoping  meeting 
why  SEL  maps  were  not  included  in  prior  HSR  environmental  reviews,  I  was  told  that  "they 
are  not  required  by  the  Manual".  The  engineer  who  made  this  statement  is  very  much 
mistaken;  the  2012  FRA  Manual  clearly  requires  that  high  speed  train  impact  assessments 
must  include  tabulated  noise  prediction  results  that  are  also  illustrated  by  "contours,  cross 
sections,  or  shaded  mapping"  [See  page  11-2]. 

3.  NOISE  MITIGATION 

For  areas  in  which  modeling  results  indicate  "severe"  project  noise  impacts  will  occur, 
FRA/HSRA  is  supposed  to  implement  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  noise  levels. 

According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  (which  addresses  federal  NEPA 
issues),  the  need  for  mitigation  depends  on  the  magnitude  of  the  impact,  cost,  and  other 
factors.  CEQA  imposes  different  mitigation  requirements,  and  in  fact  mitigation  measures 
and/or  project  alternatives  that  successfully  reduce  significant  impacts  while  achieving 
most  project  objectives  must  be  implemented  unless  it  can  be  conclusively  demonstrated 
(by  substantial  evidence)  that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation 
measures  will  make  the  entire  project  financially  infeasible.  Since  the  high  speed  train 
project  proposed  by  the  HSRA  is  subject  to  CEQA,  the  more  stringent  mitigation/project 
alternative  requirement  applies. 

A  number  of  problems  have  been  found  with  the  manner  in  which  FRA/HSRA  addressed 
noise  mitigation  measures  in  previous  impact  assessments.  For  example,  in  the  "Noise  and 
Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  is  impossible  for 
the  reader  to  ascertain  the  actual  level  of  noise  mitigation  that  was  achieved  by  the  limited 
number  of  12  foot  sound  barriers  which  were  proposed.  The  Technical  Report  first  maps 
the  locations  where  noise  mitigation  measures  could  be  applied  (Figures  8-1  to  8-4).  Then, 
it  maps  (in  Figures  8-5  to  8-8)  where  potential  sound  barriers  could  be  deployed  (without 
explaining  how  or  why  these  elements  differ).  Then  the  Technical  study  lists  the  sound 
barrier  lengths  that  would  be  "cost-effective",  the  number  of  "severe"  impact  reductions 
that  would  be  achieved  by  these  sound  barriers,  and  the  number  of  "severe"  impacts  that 
would  remain  (Tables  8-1  to  8-5).  Then,  in  Tables  8-5  to  8-13,  the  Technical  Report  lists 
additional  details  about  the  "cost  effective"  barriers  and  again  identifies  the  number  of 
"severe"  impacts  remaining.  One  obvious  problem  with  this  information  is  that  the  values 
reported  for  residual  "severe"  impacts  in  Tables  8-1  to  8-5  don't  agree  with  the  values 
reported  in  Tables  8-6  to  8-1319  .  Another  problem  is  that  there  appears  to  be  no 
connection  between  the  "severe  impact"  numbers  reported  in  Table  7-1  and  the  numbers 
reported  for  "Severe  Receptors  Protected",  "Severe  Impacts  Eliminated",  and  "Residual 
Severe  Impacts"  in  Tables  8-1  to  8-4.  A  more  substantial  problem  is  that  the  Merced- 
Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  accompanying  Technical  Study  discuss  only  "severe"  impact  reductions 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-107 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1038  (Jacki  Ayer,  September  12,  2014)  -  Continued 


in  those  limited  areas  were  noise  barriers  were  deemed  “cost  effective".  It  fails  to  address 
reductions  in  “severe"  impacts  that  were  achieved  overall  for  each  project  alternative,  and 
it  fails  to  clarify  why  barriers  along  portions  of  the  proposed  corridors  were  deemed  not 
“cost  effective"  even  though  they  would  have  clearly  reduced  impacts  on  severely  impacted 
receptors20.  In  other  words,  FRA/HSRA  failed  to  explain  why  severely  impacted  receptors 
located  in  certain  areas  were  deemed  not  “cost-effective"  to  protect. 

These  omissions  are  inconsistent  with  the  instructions  provided  in  Chapter  11  of  the  2012 
FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  which  requires  that  environmental  documentation 
“provides  the  vehicle  for  reaching  decisions  on  appropriate  mitigation  measures"  and 
“Reasons  for  dismissing  any  abatement  measures  should  be  clearly  stated,  especially  if 
such  nonimplementation  results  in  significant  adverse  effects".  In  the  Merced-Fresno 
environmental  documents,  FRA/HSRA  fails  to  even  point  out  that  these  “cost"  decisions 
actually  left  many  receptors  unprotected.  This  fact  only  comes  to  light  if  one  embarks  on 
an  exhaustive  comparison  of  tabulated  data  spread  throughout  the  Technical  Report. 

Worse  yet,  FRA/HSRA  fail  to  provide  any  reasons  why  it  was  deemed  “cost  effective"  to 
protect  some  severely  impacted  receptors,  but  not  others.  Perhaps  FRA/HSRA  has 
developed  some  sort  of  “unit  cost  per  severe  receptor  saved"  threshold  which  was  applied 
to  the  Merced-Fresno  project  to  decide  who  is  protected  and  who  is  not.  One  can  only 
guess,  because  the  matter  is  left  unaddressed  in  the  environmental  documents.  One  thing 
is  certain,  the  public  has  a  right  to  know  the  details  of  such  decisions,  therefore  it  is 
expected  that  such  information  will  be  provided  in  the  environmental  documentation 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  section. 

An  additional  concern  is  the  astonishingly  high  reduction  in  “severe  impacts"  that  the  “cost 
effective"  noise  barriers  achieved  for  Merced-Fresno  segment;  according  to  Tables  8-1  to  8- 
4  of  the  Technical  Study,  as  much  as  95%  or  more  of  the  “Severe  Receptors"  are  protected. 
The  noise  barriers  considered  for  this  project  are  (with  few  exceptions)  only  12  feet  high, 
and  are  therefore  barely  tall  enough  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noise  generated  at  the  train 
nose  and  are  too  short  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noises  generated  at  the  (15  foot  high) 
pantograph.  Under  these  conditions,  the  shielding  for  this  subsource  SEL  is  negligible,  and 
the  SEL  passby  value  would  remain  quite  high,  corresponding  to  much  higher  Ldn  values 
(after  mitigation)  than  the  reported  results  suggest.  The  FRA/HSRA  environmental 
documents  don't  bother  to  explain  how  these  extraordinary  reductions  are  achieved;  they 
are  just  presented  as  fact.  This  is  unacceptable;  any  mitigation  levels  claimed  in  FRA/HSRA 
environmental  documents  prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment  must  be 
conclusively  proven  and  explained. 

Beyond  these  issues,  there  remains  the  inescapable  fact  that  none  of  the  mountains  of  data 
provided  in  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  provide  any  indication  of  the  actual  sound  level 
reductions  that  will  be  achieved  by  the  noise  barriers  that  are  proposed  even  though  this 
is  precisely  the  issue  of  primary  concern  to  any  and  all  individuals  affected  by  the  CHSRA 
project.  This  established  FRA/HSRA  “pattern"  of  providing  enormous  quantities  of 
tabulated  mitigation  data  that  is  inherently  inconsistent  and  which  says  virtually  nothing 
about  actual  noise  level  reductions  is  unacceptable  to  the  Community  of  Acton.  Acton 
residents  expect  that  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  by  FRA/HSRA  for  the  Palmdale/Burbank  route 
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will  provide  sufficient  data  to  confirm  the  noise  reduction  levels  that  are  claimed  and  it  will 
provide  noise  contours  plots  that  show  the  extent  to  which  proposed  mitigation  measures 
will  reduce  projected  noise  levels.  This  information  must  be  provided  in  a  format  which 
would  enable  a  reasonable  individual  to  confirm  that  the  results  are  consistent  with  the 
noise  exposure  level  and  mitigation  calculation  procedures  provided  in  the  2012  HRA 
Noise  Assessment  Manual. 

Additionally,  CEQA  does  not  allow  the  HSRA  to  avoid  environmentally  superior  alternatives 
or  mitigation  measures  simply  because  they  are  not  deemed  “cost  effective".  To  the 
contrary,  HSRA  must  conclusively  demonstrate  (based  on  substantial  evidence  provided  in 
the  record)  that  the  incremental  cost  of  implementing  either  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  or  the  appropriate  mitigation  measures  is  so  great  that  it  renders  the  altered 
project  economically  infeasible  [CEQA  Statutes  §  21002.]  The  Merced-Fresno  EIR  provided 
no  evidence  that  the  entire  project  would  be  economically  infeasible  if  sound  barriers  were 
placed  wherever  significantly  impacted  receivers  were  found,  therefor  it  violates  CEQA 
statutes.  Acton  expects  that  HSRA  will  not  repeat  these  substantial  violations  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR. 

Finally,  it  must  be  pointed  out  that  all  of  the  impacts  that  the  high  speed  train  project  will 
create  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  Santa  Clarita,  Sylmar,  San  Fernando,  and  all  communities 
north,  west  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF)  can  be  completely  eliminated 
simply  by  routing  the  train  into  the  ANF  outside  of  Acton  (see  location  depicted  in  Figure  1) 
and  maintain  it  underground  along  a  route  that  avoids  all  Acton  residential  areas.  As 
shown  in  Figure  2,  this  “environmentally  superior"  alternative  would  require  a  slight 
adjustment  of  the  “study  area"  depicted  in  Exhibit  1  of  the  HSRA's  Notice  of  Preparation 
issued  July  24,  2014. 

4.  ACTON-SPECIFIC  ISSUES  AND  OTHER  CONCERNS  REGARDINGTHE 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

In  addition  to  the  concerns,  comments  and  issues  presented  above,  there  are  additional 
issues  which  must  be  addressed  in  the  EIR/EIS  noise  impact  analysis,  including: 

1.  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  (“TRTP”)  will  continue  through  the  end  of  next 
year.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any 
“existing"  noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed.  If 
this  instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

2.  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities 
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must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and  representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed. 

3.  Acton  is  a  desert  community  with  little  vegetation  or  ground  cover.  Therefore,  a 
"soft  ground"  sound  propagation  condition  is  not  an  appropriate  noise  modeling 
input. 

4.  Acton  has  hills,  valleys,  canyons,  and  extensive  geographical  contours.  Therefore, 
careful  attention  must  be  paid  to  elevation  and  distance  parameters  assumed  in  all 
noise  impact  calculations. 

5.  The  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  the  CEQA  Notice  of  Preparation  is 
particularly  troublesome  because  it  overlays  all  of  Acton's  residential 
neighborhoods  on  the  east  side  of  town  and  on  the  south  side  of  town  (including  the 
residential  areas  located  within  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF")  along  the 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road).  In  fact,  this  "Study  Area"  appears 
to  intentionally  route  the  train  away  from  the  ANF  to  the  greatest  extent  possible, 
and  then  enter  the  Forest  only  after  it  has  passed  through  Acton.  Considering  this 
"Study  Area"  in  conjunction  with  the  two  additional  routes  proposed  through  Acton, 
it  appears  obvious  that  the  CHSRA  has  no  intention  of  avoiding  significant  adverse 
impacts  in  Acton  despite  the  existence  of  an  alternative  that  does  precisely  that. 
Acton  can  easily  be  protected  by  placing  the  train  corridor  in  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  outside  of  Acton  (See  Figure  1),  and  maintaining  the  train  underground  and 
away  from  residential  areas.  This  can  be  accomplished  by  a  slight  adjustment  to  the 
Study  Area  (See  Figure  2).  CHSRA  must  seriously  consider  this  alternative,  since  it 
can  be  configured  to  avoid  impacts  to  every  one  of  the  numerous  cities  and 
residential  areas  that  are  located  north  and  east  of  the  ANF. 

6.  Track  maintenance  operations  typically  occur  at  night.  According  to  an 
acquaintance  who  lives  a  short  distance  from  the  Acela  Station  in  Boston,  nighttime 
maintenance  activities  are  exceedingly  loud  and  as  disruptive  as  high  speed  train 
operations.  Yet,  none  of  these  impacts  are  addressed  anywhere  in  previous 
environmental  assessments  conducted  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail.  The 
sound  impact  analysis  for  the  Palmdale  Burbank  segment  must  properly  address 
and  thoroughly  mitigate  any  and  all  maintenance  impacts  on  the  community  of 
Acton. 

7.  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow-up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented. 


5.  SUMMARY 

In  summary,  the  following  must  be  accommodated  in  the  noise  impact  study  that  is 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  high  speed  train  project: 
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•  Develop  a  route  alternative  in  which  the  train  enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
("ANF")  outside  of  Acton  (see  Figure  1),  remains  underground  in  Acton,  and  avoids 
all  residential  areas  to  protect  residential  wells. 

•  Recognize  that  this  route  alternative  eliminates  virtually  all  noise  impacts  on  all 
cities  and  all  communities  to  the  north,  south,  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  and  is  therefore  the  "Environmentally  Preferred  Alternative"  as  that  term  is 
contemplated  by  CEQA  regulations 

•  NEPA  requires  to  that  an  FRA  project  EIS  consider  "direct  effects,  which  are  caused 
by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40  C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  This 
requirement  is  not  satisfied  the  disclosure  of  a  24-hour  averaged  noise  parameter 
which  combines  existing  ambient  noise  events  with  projected  train  noise  events. 
Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  "direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public,  which  can  only  be  construed  to  mean  that  the  actual  sound  level  projections 
must  be  disclosed  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR.  These  requirements  can  only  be 
satisfied  by  including  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS  detailed  high  speed  train 
noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  which 
range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 

•  Consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA's  2012  manual,  provide  noise 
modeling  assumptions  and  sound  exposure  calculation  parameters  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  the  public  to  check  SEL  results  plotted  in  the  noise  contour  maps. 

•  Ensure  that  the  noise  propagation  parameters  assumed  in  all  noise  modeling  efforts 
are  appropriate  to  geographic  and  ground  conditions  in  Acton. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  measurements  that  establish  existing  noise  conditions  in  Acton 
including  exact  locations,  dates,  and  times  of  measurements. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  contours  in  10  dBA  increments  ranging  from  maximum  values  to  60 
dBA  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  in  Acton. 

•  Consistent  with  a  mathematically  accurate  interpretation  of  Figure  A-5  provided  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  adopt  a  "severe  impact"  Ldn  noise  criterion 
of  5  dBA  for  all  areas  in  which  the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

•  Consistent  with  CEQA  requirements  that  an  EIR  quantify  and  mitigate  actual  project 
impacts,  establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  that  addresses  both  high 
speed  train  sound  exposure  levels  and  projected  train  passby  rates,  then  map  (in  10 
dBA  contours)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  impact  SE:  criterion  is 
met  or  exceeded,  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 
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•  Establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  15  dBA/second  for  noise  onset 
rate  impacts,  then  map  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  onset  rate 
noise  impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for 
the  Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  75  dBA  for  animal  noise  impacts, 
then  map  (in  10  dBA  contour  increments)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  animal  noise 
impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Provide  assumptions  and  modeling  inputs  used  to  derive  all  mitigated  noise 
projections  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  confirm  the 
accuracy  of  the  mitigation  levels  claimed. 

•  If  noise  mitigation  measures  are  deemed  appropriate  for  some  portions  of  Acton  but  not  for 
others,  provide  details  regarding  such  decisions,  recognizing  that  CEQA  does  not  permit  the 
HSRA  to  reject  feasible  mitigation  measures  unless  the  marginal  cost  of  such  measures  are 
so  great  that  they  render  the  entire  Palmdale-Burbank  project  economically  non-viable. 
Note:  The  fact  that  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Project  is  intrinsically  non-viable  from  an 
economic  perspective  shall  not  factor  into  this  decision. 

•  Provide  mitigated  Ldn  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation) )  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  SEL  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  noise  onset  rate  contour  maps  that  are  based  on  projected  train 
noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provided  mitigated  animal  noise  impact  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  are  based 
on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton  for  Acton. 

•  Provide  both  a  qualitative  discussion  and  a  consistent  quantitative  analysis  of  the 
extent  to  which  mitigation  measures  successfully  reduced  severe  Ldn  noise  impacts, 
severe  SEL  noise  impacts,  severe  noise  onset  rate  impacts,  and  severe  animal  noise 
impacts. 

•  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  ("TRTP")  will  continue  through  the  end  of  2015. 
Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any  "existing" 
noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed.  If  this 
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instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

•  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities 
must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and  representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed. 

•  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow  up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Jacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Figure  1.  Area  Where  Corridor  Enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes 


Figure  2:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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FOOTNOTES 

1  Page  2-4  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

2  Figure  2-6  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  this  figure, 
though  generalized,  indicates  a  30  dB  sound  increase  when  going  from  a  conventional 
locomotive  operating  at  approximately  110  mph  to  a  high  speed  train  operating  at 
approximately  200  miles  per  hour  (where  Vti  =  60  and  Vt2  =  160  as  indicated  in  Table  4-5). 

3  Page  6-2  of  the  “Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  In  addition,  48  trains  (24  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  Assuming  more  than  half  the  day 
trains  run  during  peak  hours  results  in  a  trip  frequency  exceeding  20  trains  per  hour. 

4  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

5  Figures  2-6,  4-1,  and  pages  2-8  to  2-11  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation 
Noise  and  Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration's  Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of 
Transportation. 

6  Actual  noise  exposure  levels  double  with  each  incremental  increase  of  10  dBA,  so  a  10 
dBA  increase  results  in  a  doubled  noise  exposure  level,  a  20  dBA  increase  results  in  a 
quadrupled  noise  exposure  level,  and  a  15  dBA  increase  approximately  results  in  a  tripled 
noise  exposure  level. 

7  Page  A-17  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

8  Page  A-18  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

9  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  that  for  ICE 
systems,  an  onset  rate  of  15  dB/second  is  possible  for  a  speed/distance  factor  of  2,  and 
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assuming  a  train  speed  of  220  mph,  this  onset  rate  can  occur  within  110  feet  of  the  high 
speed  rail  corridor. 

10  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

11  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

12  Page  3-2  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

13  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

14  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

15  See  2005  version  of  the  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

16  F.  Bradley,  C.  Book,  and  A.E.  Bowles.  Effects  of  Low-Altitude  Aircraft  Overflights  on 
Domestic  Turkey  Poults,  Report  No.  HSD-TR-90-034,  U.S.  Air  Force  Systems  Command, 
Noise  and  Sonic  Boom  Impact  Technology  Program,  June  1990. 

17  Page  6-2  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction]  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night.  In  addition,  48  trains  (24  in  each  direction]  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night.  This  results  in  a  total  of  272 
trains  traveling  between  Fresno  and  Los  Angeles  each  day. 

18  Table  A-l  on  Page  A-21  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's 
Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

19  For  example,  25  is  the  number  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  the  BNSF  alternative 
reported  in  Table  8-2,  but  the  sum  of  all  the  numbers  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  this 
alternative  that  are  reported  in  Tables  8-9  to  8-11  only  add  up  to  17. 
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20  For  example,  Table  7-10  reports  that  520  residences,  3  hotels,  1  park  and  1  church  will 
have  “severe"  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed  hybrid  alternative.  Yet,  Table  8-3 
indicates  that  416  “severe"  receptors  will  be  protected  by  the  “cost  effective"  noise 
barriers,  and  25  will  not.  There  is  no  discussion  of  the  extent  (if  any)  to  which  the 
remaining  100  receptors  will  be  protected,  and  why  they  it  was  deemed  not  “cost  effective" 
to  protect  them. 
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COMMENTS  ON  POTENTIAL  WELL  I MPACTS  RESULTI NG  FROM,  AND 
PROPOSED  MITIGATION  MEASURES  FOR,  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


The  Community  of  Acton  is  traversed  (and  will  be  adversely  impacted  to  a  substantial 
degree)  by  every  single  route  alternative  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Project 
("HSR”)  Project  now  under  consideration  by  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  ("FRA”) 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA”).  Acton  is  a  rural  community  with 
little  infrastructure,  and  as  is  typical  for  such  communities,  Acton  residents  predominantly 
rely  on  their  own  private  residential  well  systems  for  clean  drinking  water.  In  public 
meetings  with  HSRA  staff,  Acton  residents  have  made  their  concerns  regarding  well 
impacts  known,  and  have  provided  HSRA  with  maps  (incorporated  herein  by  reference)  of 
general  locations  where  proposed  HSR  routes  will  directly  affect  private  residential  wells. 
These  concerns  are  summarized  below. 


POTENTIAL  I  MPACTS  TO  I NDI VI  DUAL  RESI DENTIAL  WELLS  MUST  BE  PROPERLY 
IDENTIFIED  IN  THE  CEQA/  NEPA  PROCESS  AND  ADDRESSED  I N  THE  EIR/EIS 

Both  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Acton  ("CEQA”)  and  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  obligate  FRA/HSRA  to  identify  the  locations  where  all  potential 
adverse  well  impacts  may  occur.  And,  given  the  extreme  variability  of  Acton's 
hydrogeologic  profile,  adverse  residential  wells  impacts  are  likely  to  occur  at  locations  that 
are  considerably  distant  from  HSR  construction  activities.  To  address  this  issue  and  ensure 
CEQA/NEPA  compliance,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  detailed  hydrogeologic  surveys  of  all 
proposed  routes  that  extend  at  least  one  half  mile  on  either  side  of  the  route  and  which 
identify  all  residential  well  systems  within  those  areas.  This  distance  must  be  extended  if 
the  hydrogeologic  conditions  are  such  that  potential  impacts  could  occur  beyond  one  half 
mile  from  the  HSR  corridor.  The  surveys  must  address  well  depths  and  hydrogeologic 
features  that  could  contribute  to  potential  well  impacts  resulting  from  HSR  construction 
and/or  operation.  The  survey  results  must  be  included  in  the  EIR/EIS  along  with 
projections  of  the  location  of  wells  that  may  be  adversely  impacted,  and  the  extent  to  which 
they  will  be  adversely  impacted.  An  appropriate  threshold  for  determining  a  "significant”/ 
"severe"  well  impact  is  a  2%  reduction  in  water  yield  rates,  or  a  measurable  increase  in  any 
of  the  contaminants  regulated  under  California  Drinking  Water  regulations.  An 
appropriate  baseline  for  establishing  water  yield  rates  and  water  quality  characteristics  is 
the  well  certification  reports  deemed  acceptable  by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of 
Health  ("DPH")  at  the  time  that  the  wells  were  approved.  In  the  event  such  information  is 
unavailable,  FRA/HSRA  shall  work  out  appropriate  baseline  values  with  affected  property 
owners  on  an  individual  basis. 
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FRA/  HSRA  MUST  PROV1 DE  APPRORI  ATE  MITIGATION  FOR  WELLSTHAT  MAY  BE 
I MPAI  RED  BYTHE  HSR. 

For  locations  where  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  indicate  the  potential  for  adverse  well 
impacts,  FRA/HSRA  will  work  with  affected  residents  to  develop  new  water  resources  that 
are  not  only  acceptable  to  the  DPH,  but  also  meet  or  exceed  the  water  yield  rates  and  water 
quality  characteristics  achieved  by  the  well  that  may  be  impaired  by  the  construction 
and/or  operation  of  HSR  project. 

FOLLOWUP  MITIGATION  MUST  BE  CONSIDERED  AND  IMPLEMENTED 

FRA/HSRA  must  be  held  accountable  for  adverse  impacts  to  any  and  all  residential  wells  in 
Acton  that  occur  as  a  result  of  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  Palmdale- 
Burbank  HSR  project.  To  ensure  this  outcome,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  extensive  follow¬ 
up  investigations  within  Acton  to  confirm  that  all  wells  affected  by  HSR  construction  and 
operation  were  properly  identified  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  (described  above)  and  all 
adverse  impacts  properly  mitigated.  These  follow-up  investigations  must  consider  and 
address  concerns  raised  by  residents  who  have  noted  adverse  well  impacts  whether  or  not 
these  wells  were  captured  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys.  FRA/HSRA  must  determine  the 
significance  of  these  well  impacts  using  the  same  threshold  criteria  adopted  in  the  EIR/EIS 
and  mitigate  those  impacts  found  to  be  significant  in  the  manner  and  extent  required  by  the 
EIR/EIS  if  such  impacts  occur  as  a  result  of  HSR  construction  and/or  operation. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Tacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  FRA/  CHSRA  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 
PROCEDURES  THAT  WILL  BE  IMPLEMENTD  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


In  July,  2014,  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  ("FRA")  issued  a  Notice  of  Intent  ("NOI") 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA")  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation 
("NOP")  for  the  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  ("HSR”)  project.  The  HSR 
project  is  subject  to  several  federal  and  state  environmental  regulations,  including  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  and  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
("CEQA").  The  approach  that  has  been  adopted  by  FRA/CHSRA  to  comply  with  these 
regulations  has  raised  a  number  of  concerns,  as  described  below. 

1.  CEQA  APPLIESTO THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 

Footnote  1  of  the  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  states: 

"The  [CHSRA]  Authority  has  prepared  this  Notice  of  Preparation 
voluntarily  and  is  not  waiving  any  rights  it  may  have  related  to  Surface 
Transportation  Board  jurisdiction  and  regulation  of  this  proposed  project 
under  the  Interstate  Commission  Termination  Acton  of  1995,  including  that 
Act's  preemptive  effect  on  CEQA' s  application  to  this  proposed  project." 

From  the  language  appearing  in  this  footnote,  the  HSRA  appears  to  have  the  mistaken 
impression  that  CEQA  compliance  is  somehow  "optional"  because  the  high  speed  rail 
project  falls  under  the  preemptive  jurisdiction  of  the  Surface  Transportation  Board.  The 
HSRA  is  misinformed.  At  a  minimum,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
Section  404  requirements  of  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act  and,  by  extension,  Section  401 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  Jurisdiction  over  Section  401  compliance  lies  with 
the  California  Water  Resources  Control  Board,  which  will  not  approve  any  401  certification 
unless  and  until  the  CHSRA  has  complied  fully  with  CEQA.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank 
HSR  project  straddles  two  regional  water  boards  (Lahontan  and  Los  Angeles),  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board  will  assume  responsibility  for  the  401  compliance 
certification.  Like  FERC's  preemptive  authority  over  dam  licenses  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  STB's  preemptive  authority  over  high  speed  rail  projects  does  not,  and  cannot,  obviate 
any  obligation  to  fully  comply  with  CEQA. 

It  is  further  pointed  out  that  FRA's  own  "Procedures  For  Considering  Environmental 
Impacts"  [64  FR  28549]  clearly  recognize  the  applicability  of  CEQA  because  these 
procedures  compel  CHSRA  to  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  with  FRA  to  address  actions  that 
are  subject  to  state  requirements  that  are  comparable  to  NEPA  (as  is  the  case  with  CEQA). 
FRA  procedures  (found  in  64  FR  28549  Section  6  paragraph  2]  state: 


"Consistent  wi 
shall,  to  the 
the  applicant 
is  subject  to 


th  the  requirements  of  CEQ  1506.2  and  1506.5  an  applicant 
fullest  extent  possible,  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  if 
is  a  State  agency  or  local  agency,  and  the  proposed  action 
State  or  local  requirements  comparable  to  NEPA". 
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To  be  clear,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to  all  aspects  of  CEQA  regulations, 
including  those  provisions  that  require  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  and/or  the 
“environmentally  superior  alternative"  unless  such  measures  or  alternatives  are  shown 
(based  on  substantial  evidence)  to  be  infeasible. 

2.  THE  SCOPE  OF  ROUTE  ALTERNATIVES  PROPOSED  FOR  THE  PALMDALE- 
BURBANK  HSR  PRO)  ECT I STOO  NARROWLY  DEFI  NED 

Both  CEQA  and  NEPA  require  FRA/HSRA  to  consider  a  range  of  project  alternatives  that 
would  substantially  meet  project  objectives  and  protect  environmental  and  community 
resources.  The  Palmdale-Burbank  project  described  in  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  by 
FRA/HSRA  is  too  narrowly  defined  to  meet  these  requirements.  Specifically,  the 
“Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  Figure  1  of  the  NOP  is  so  limited  that  it 
precludes  consideration  of  a  route  alternative  that  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every 
community  that  lies  between  the  cities  of  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  To  correct  this 
substantial  deficiency,  the  “Alternative  Route  Study  Area"  must  be  adjusted  as  depicted  in 
Exhibit  1.  This  ensures  that  an  alternative  route  will  be  considered  which  enters  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF")  outside  the  Community  of  Acton  (see  Exhibit  2)  and 
remains  underground  in  Acton  within  a  corridor  that  avoids  residential  areas.  This 
alternative  route  achieves  all  of  the  community,  natural  environment,  and  wildlife  corridor 
protection  provisions  that  were  specified  in  the  High  Speed  Rail  Passenger  Train  Bond  Act 
(Proposition  1A)  that  was  approved  by  California  voters  in  2008.  The  amount  of  tunneling 
required  for  this  alternative  route  is  certainly  achievable,  and  is  in  fact  only  slightly  more 
than  the  20.2  miles  of  tunnel  already  proposed  for  other  alternatives  considered  for  this 
Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  (see  the  SCN  +  SR14E/W  Hybrid  alternatives).  Equally 
important  is  the  fact  that  the  tunnel  length  required  for  this  alternative  is  substantially  less 
than  what  has  been  achieved  by  other  HSR  projects  around  the  world.  A  finding  by 
FRA/HSRA  that  this  route  cannot  technically  be  achieved  is  tantamount  to  declaring  that 
American  engineers  are  neither  as  smart  nor  as  capable  as  European  or  Japanese  engineers 
(which  is  hardly  the  case).  Consistent  with  CEQA  and  NEPA  requirements,  the  “Alternative 
Route  Study  Area"  must  be  expanded  to  ensure  that  this  “no  impact"  route  option  is 
included  in  the  range  of  alternatives  considered  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS 

3.  PREVIOUS  ENVI RONMENTAL  REVI EWS CONDUCTED  BY  FRA/  HSRA  ON  OTHER 
HSR  SEGMENTS  HAVE  NOT  PROPERLY  I MPLEMENTED  CEQA'S  MITIGATION 
AND  'ENVI  RONMENTALLY  SUPERI  OR"  PROVI  SI  ONS 

CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  provision  are  much  more  stringent  thatn 
NEPA  regulations.  For  instance,  under  CEQA,  HSRA  is  required  to  develop  an 
“environmentally  superior"  alternative,  and  it  requires  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures 
and/or  the  environmentally  superior  project  alternative  if  doing  so  successfully  reduces 
significant  impacts  while  still  achieving  most  project  objectives.  The  only  exception  to  this 
is  when  it  is  conclusively  demonstrated  (by  substantial  evidence  provided  in  the  record) 
that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation  measures  will  make  the  entire 
project  financially  infeasible.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
CEQA,  these  more  stringent  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  requirements  apply. 
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For  some  reason,  HSRA  has  not  complied  with  CEQA's  stringent  mitigation  requirements  in 
the  previous  environmental  impact  studies  that  it  has  performed.  For  instance,  in  the 
Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  the  noise  impact  section  and  associated  Technical  Report  state 
quite  clearly  that  mitigation  in  the  form  of  noise  barriers  would  only  be  implemented  in 
those  areas  where  it  is  deemed  "cost  effective"  to  do  so  (see  EIR/EIS  Section  3.4).  It  further 
clarifies  that  "severe"  noise  impacts  would  remain  unmitigated  in  those  areas  where  noise 
barriers  are  not  deemed  "cost  effective".  HSRA  fails  to  provide  any  proof  that  deploying 
additional  noise  barriers  in  these  severely  impacted  areas  would  render  the  entire  Merced- 
Fresno  project  financially  infeasible.  Even  if  HSRA  declared  this  to  be  the  case,  such  a 
declaration  is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  provided  in  the  record  that  the  additional  cost 
of  one  more  foot  of  noise  barrier  would  fiscally  "break"  the  project.  The  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  noise  impact  study  clearly  violates  CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental 
protection  provisions. 

To  make  matters  worse,  the  Summary  Section  of  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  gives  the 
impression  that  noise  impacts  would  be  fully  mitigated,  even  though  the  noise  impact 
section  of  the  EIR/EIS  makes  it  quite  clear  that  noise  impacts  will  NOT  be  fully  mitigated. 
The  EIR/EIS  states  (on  page  S-15)  "In  some  locations,  operational  noise  impacts  of 
substantial  intensity  under  NEPA  and  significant  under  CEQA  would  occur,  but  when  fully 
mitigated  they  would  be  of  negligible  intensity  under  NEPA  and  less  than  significant  under 
CEQA".  This  disingenuous  and  deceitful  statement  belies  the  fact  that  CHSRA  has  no 
intention  of  "fully  mitigating"  operational  noise  impacts,  and  for  those  decisionmakers  and 
stakeholders  that  only  review  the  EIR/EIS  Summary,  it  instills  the  false  belief  that 
operational  noise  impacts  will  be  fully  mitigated. 

Such  deceit  WILLNOTbe  tolerated  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project,  and  the  Community  of 
Acton  insists  on  strict  compliance  with  CEQA  mitigation  to  the  fullest  extent  of  the  law. 

This  includes  the  consideration  and  adoption  of  an  "Environmentally  Superior"  alternative 
which  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank, 
namely  the  underground  route  through  the  ANF  described  in  Section  2. 

4.  KEY  FEDERAL  AGENO  ES  HAVE  BEEN  OMITTED  FROM  THE  SGOPI NG  PROCESS 

Neither  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  ("USFS")  nor  its  parent  agency  (the  US  Department  of 
Agriculture)  have  been  identified  as  Participating  Agencies  (or  even  Cooperating  Agencies) 
in  FRA's  NOI  issued  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project.  .  This  is  particularly 
surprising,  given  that  the  USFS  has  jurisdiction  over  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF") 
which  underlies  the  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area",  and  is  responsible  for  issuing  the 
"Special  Use  Permit"  or  other  relevant  authorization  that  will  be  necessary  to  construct  any 
route  that  affects  the  ANF.  An  HSR  route  through  the  ANF  will  eliminate  adverse  impacts 
on  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank,  and  is  therefore  a  matter  of 
considerable  interest  to  affected  stakeholders.  FRA's  failure  to  include  the  USFS  as  a 
Participating  Agency,  and  the  USFS's  failure  to  participate  in  the  public  scoping  meetings 
has  caused  significant  public  unease,  and  has  raised  the  public's  perception  that  neither  the 
FRA  nor  the  HSRA  are  truly  committed  to  developing  a  route  that  protects  many  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  from  adverse  impacts.  This  is  particularly  true  in  the  Community  of 
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Acton,  which  is  traversed  by  (and  will  be  substantially  damaged  by)  every  single  HSR  route 
proposed  by  FRA/HSRA.  The  Community  of  Acton  expects  FRA's  failure  to  include  the 
USFS  as  a  Participating  Agency  will  be  rectified,  and  that  the  USFS  will  fully  participate  in 
the  FRA/HSRA  environmental  review  and  public  outreach  efforts  going  forward. 

5.  I NADEQUATE  DEFI  NIT  I  ON  OF  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PRO)  ECT 
PRECLUDES  MEANI NGFUL  PUBLI C  COMMENT  AT  THI STI  ME 

The  HSRA's  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  includes  a  "Route  Alternative  Study 
Area"  which  traverses  the  ANF.  However,  this  alternative  is  so  poorly  defined  and  lacks 
locational  information  to  such  an  extent  that  affected  stakeholders  are  unable  to  provide 
meaningful  scoping  comments  at  this  time.  Regarding  this  HSR  route  alternative,  it  is 
expected  that  stakeholders  will  have  future  opportunities  to  provide  scoping  comments 
once  this  alternative  is  properly  refined  to  a  level  which  permits  meaningful  public 
comment.  It  is  further  expected  that  these  comments  will  be  accorded  the  same  weight  as 
any  and  all  timely-submitted  scoping  comments  that  the  FRA  and  CHSRA  receive  pursuant 
to  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  July,  2014. 

6.  THE  FRA/  HSRA  SCOPI NG  PROGRAM  ESTABLI SHES I NCONSI  STENT  DEADLI NES 

According  to  the  comment  cards  and  scoping  flyer  distributed  jointly  by  the  FRA  and  HSRA 
at  the  public  scoping  meetings  that  were  held  in  August  and  noticed  in  the  NOP  and  NOI, 
public  scoping  comments  are  due  on  or  before  August  31,  2014.  However,  the  NOI  issued 
by  the  FRA  and  published  in  the  Federal  Register  establishes  a  public  scoping  deadline  of 
August  25,  2014.  The  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  was  merely  signed  on  July  24,  2014,  and  it 
does  not  specify  any  scoping  comment  deadline  nor  does  it  indicate  a  publication  date. 
Despite  these  apparent  inconsistencies  and  the  clearly  mixed  message  that  the  public  has 
received  from  FRA/HSRA  regarding  when  scoping  comments  are  actually  due,  and  in 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  full  and  meaningful  public  participation  is  a  fundamental 
objective  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA,  it  is  expected  that  FRA  and  HSRA  will  deem  all  comments 
received  on  or  before,  or  postmarked  by,  August  31  2014  to  be  timely  submitted,  and  will 
accord  them  the  same  weight  and  due  consideration  given  to  all  scoping  comments 
submitted  on  or  before  August  25,  2014. 

7.  THE  PALMDALE-LOS  ANGELES  HSR  PRCJ  ECT  HAS  BEEN  I MPROPERLY 
SEGMENTED  I NTO  TWO  SEPARATE  PROJECTS  IN  VIOLATION  OF  CEQA  &  NEPA 

The  FRA/HSRA  have  taken  a  single  project  (the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project)  and 
improperly  split  it  up  into  two  separate  projects  (the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  and  the 
Burbank-Los  Angeles  HSR  Project)  in  violation  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA. 

FRA  claims  that  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project  and  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  project  will 
have  "independent  utility",  which  means  that  these  two  projects  are  not  "connected 
actions"  (as  that  term  is  contemplated  in  NEPA)  and  will  therefore  function  without  need 
of,  and  independent  from,  each  other.  Such  a  statement  is  ridiculous  on  its  face.  A  stand¬ 
alone  high  speed  train  connecting  Burbank  with  Los  Angeles  is  intrinsically  non-viable 
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given  the  short  distance  it  would  cover  (11  miles]  and  its  “unnecessary"  nature.  FRA 
claims  that  the  Burbank  and  Los  Angeles  terminals  are  “rational  for  transportation 
movements",  but  does  not  provide  any  supporting  evidence  that  any  passenger  would  ever 
have  need  of  such  transportation.  The  reason  for  this  lack  of  evidence  is  simple;  it  does  not 
exist.  Additional  reasons  offered  by  FRA  to  further  justify  this  improper  segmentation  of 
the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  are  equally  insubstantial:  for  example,  FRA  claims  that 
segmenting  these  two  projects  will  provide  “more  effective  planning  and  public  outreach  in 
these  highly  populated  areas".  Obviously  this  is  untrue,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  FRA's 
public  scoping  and  outreach  actions  for  the  two  projects  were  combined  into  a  single 
scoping  and  outreach  effort.  Clearly,  FRA  is  capable  of  achieving  adequate  public  outreach 
and  planning  for  a  combined  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project. 

Aside  from  FRA's  specious  reasons  for  segmenting  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into 
two  separate  projects,  there  is  the  undeniable  fact  that  approving  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
portion  of  the  project  will  influence  the  decision  and  force  the  Palmdale-  Burbank  project 
to  proceed  notwithstanding  the  environmental  consequences.  The  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
section  serves  as  a  necessary  component  of  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  and  is 
therefore  a  connected  action  that  is  dependent  on  the  Palmdale-Burbank  Section.  As  the 
courts  have  determined,  these  are  the  hallmarks  of  distinguishing  improper  segmentation 
under  NEPA  and  they  clearly  preclude  FRA  from  splitting  up  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR 
project  into  two  different  projects. 

Separating  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  2  different  segments  is  also  a 
violation  of  CEQA.  Nonetheless,  the  NOP  issued  by  HSRA  asserts  that  splitting  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  separate  projects  is  necessary  because  a 
Supplemental  Alternatives  Analysis  Report  [“SAA”]  issued  in  May  2014  says  that  “it  would 
be  beneficial  to  address  the  environmental  effects  of  the  HSR  System  from  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  in  one  EIR/EIS  and  from  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles  in  a  separate  EIR/EIS."  Aside 
from  the  obvious  fact  that  SAA  statements  do  not  obviate  CEQA  compliance  requirements, 
HSRA's  action  violates  CEQA  for  other  reasons.  CEQA  prohibits  HSRA  from  breaking  up  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into  component  parts  for  piecemeal  consideration.  The 
justifications  for  this  action  offered  by  HSRA  in  the  NOP  are  the  same  justifications  offered 
by  the  FRA  in  the  NOI,  and  they  fall  apart  for  the  same  reasons. 

8.  FAILURE  TO  PROVIDE  HSR  NOISE  LEVELS  VIOLATES  CEQA  AND  NEPA 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
“direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  “direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  “occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project. 

Nonetheless,  and  despite  these  clearly  stated  requirements,  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to 
consider  (or  even  report)  ANY  actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  in  any  of  the 
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environmental  assessments  that  have  been  conducted  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Program.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  only  considered  24-hour  "aggregate"  noise  values  that 
were  never  published,  and  which  were  derived  by  reconciling  existing  noise  data  (averaged 
over  24  hours]  with  projected  high  speed  train  noise  data  (also  averaged  over  24  hours]. 
While  these  "aggregate"  values  may  perhaps  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of 
indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a  cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  must  be  considered  under 
CEQA],  they  do  not,  jby  any  stretch  of  the  imagination ,  represent  "direct  effects"  of  the  high 
speed  train  which  occur  only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train 
passes  by.  The  Community  of  Acton  will  not  tolerate  such  CEQA  and  NEPA  violations,  and 
demands  that  actual  noise  level  predictions  resulting  from  HSR  operation  in  Acton  be 
provided  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS.  This  can  best  be  achieved  by  providing  noise 
contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  range  from  the 
maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Tacqueline  Ayer 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AirSpecial(5)aol.com 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Exhibit  1:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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Exhibit  2.  Location  Where  the  HSR  Should  Enter  the  ANF  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes. 
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K  ns  ten  Bachmann 
16648  Bryant  Street 
North  Hills,  CA  91343 
k bachmann  89  a  ao I  com 

August  31,  2014 

Mark  M ct ought m,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
High  Speed  Rail  Authority  Southern  California  Region 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr  Mcl.oughlm 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  Bullet  Tram  that  is  being  considered  to  travel  through  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains  1  am  opposed  to  the  Alternative  Corridor  route  through  the  Angeles  Forest 
from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Throughout  my  childhood.  1  have  spent  and  still  do  spend  many 
beautiful  days  exploring  the  trails  of  the  Angeles  Forest  both  on  horseback  and  on  foot  There  are 
few'  to  no  areas  in  the  Son  Fernando  Valley  that  can  compare  to  this  natural  environment  which 
actively  lives  and  participates  in  the  preservation  of  the  land  For  example.  Big  Tujunga  Canyon 
Wash  serv  es  as  a  wildlife  preserv  e  and  hosts  to  many  species  that  deserve  to  remain  undisturbed 
in  their  habitats  The  natural,  clean  water  flow  through  the  wash  channels  to  many  areas  and 
sustains  a  healthy  and  active  ecosystem  in  the  area  The  construction  alone  would  disturb  the 
wildlife  that  inhabits  the  wash,  let  alone  the  boisterous  train  itself 

Bringing  the  Bullet  Train  through  Lake  View  Terrace.  Shadow  Hills.  S  unland.  Tujunga  and  La 
Tuna  Canyon  will  not  only  disrupt  an  innumerable  natural  habitats,  it  will  also  destroy  the  quiet 
neighborhoods  that  have  been  established  for  decades.  The  excessive  noise  levels  and  vibrations 
will  have  devastating  effects  on  the  communities  that  reside  in  this  area.  Cutting  through  family 
oriented  neighborhoods  is  a  hazard  to  those  living  within  close  proximity  of  the  tram  The  Bullet 
Tram  travels  at  dangerous  speeds  that  arc  life  threatening  and  there  is  no  guarantee  that  the 
system  will  be  completely  free  from  accidents  such  as  derailment 

Most  homeowners,  who  live  along  the  forest,  are  drawn  to  this  peaceful,  natural  environment, 
because  they-  can  enjoy  the  quiet  living  near  wildlife  corridors,  yet  they  are  still  near  enough  to 
the  city  to  participate  in  the  activities  and  use  the  resources  offered  by  local  businesses  The 
Bullet  Train  will  ruin  this  former  attractive  feature,  leading  many  individuals  to  move  outside  the 
valley  to  more  peaceful  *‘AM  zoned  properties,  thus  economically  hurting  local  businesses.  In  the 
end,  the  qualm  of  life  for  those  living  in  homes  near  the  Bullet  Tram  will  diminish  and  lead  to 
withdrawal  of  thousands  from  the  area,  financially  harming  the  surrounding  areas 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration 

Respectfully. 


Knsten  Bachmann 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #637  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

8/26/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Elizabeth 

Baker 


33218  Acklins  Ave 

Acton 

CA 

93510 

lizzypenguin@juno.com 


Southern  California  does  not  need  the  High-speed  Rail.  This  is  why: 

1)  The  sound  level  going  through  Acton  would  be  very  loud  and  distracting. 2) 
It  would  destroy  wells  and  the  water  system. 3)  It  would  kick  many  people  out 
of  homes  and  lower  the  property  values  of  others  who  live  nearby.4)  It  would 
destroy  the  look  of  the  quiet  town  of  Acton.  5)  Acton  would  have  no  benefits 
from  the  High-speed  rail.  Elizabeth  Baker3321 8  Acklins  Ave.Acton,  CA  93510 
Acton  resident 

Yes 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #644  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  opposed  to  the  High-Speed  Rail  coming  through  Acton  because: 

1)  Our  state  is  bankrupt  and  cannot  afford  it. 

2)  The  people  of  the  state  should  not  pay  high  taxes  to  fund  the  project. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

8/26/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Joy 

Baker 


33218  Acklins  Ave 


CA 

93510 

bakerjk@mail.masters.edu 


3)  Our  state  needs  water,  not  a  form  of  transportation  that  most  people  won't 
use. 


4)  Our  very  quiet,  quaint  town  will  be  destroyed  by  the  terrible  noise  and  the 
train's  effects  on  our  water  source. 

I  don't  think  it's  right  that  something  that  will  cost  so  much  will  have  no 
benefits  to  us  in  the  town  of  Acton. 


Sincerely, 

JoyAnna  Kathryn  Baker 
33218  Acklins  Ave 
Acton  CA,  93510 

Resident  of  Acton,  California. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1044  (Eve  Baldwin,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #463  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Eve 

Baldwin 


Los  Angeles 

CA 

00000 


evieb@me.com 


No  train  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank!!! 

The  risks  to  the  environment  are  too  great!  This  will  put  people  in  danger  as 
we  are  interconnected  with  nature.  No  tunnels!!!  Please  have  foresight. 
Thank  you!!! 

Eve  Baldwin 

Los  Angeles  resident 


www.YogaShortandSweet.com 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  M r.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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Submission  1046  (David  Baral,  August  25,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #668  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/25/2014 

Individual 

Businesses  And  Organizations 

Project  Email 

David 

Baral 


15821  Ventura  Blvd.  #500 

Encino 

CA 

91436 

818  905-0151 
david@rcbaral.com 


For  the  record  I  am  opposed  to  the  HSR.  I  am  also  opposed  to  any  rail 
through  the  towns  of  Acton  or  Agua  Dulce.  These  communities  are  the  last 
rural  areas  in  Los  Angeles  County.  The  HSR  will  destroy  the  communities. 
Period.  If  this  boondoggle  continues  the  line  should  be  put  through  the 
mountains  via  a  tunnel.  I  will  be  checking  to  be  sure  my  concerns  are  made  a 
part  of  the  public  record  and  are  taken  into  consideration  for  the  EIR. 


DAVID  L.  BARAL 

R.C.  BARAL  &  COMPANY,  INC. 

Business  Management-Film/TV/New  Media  Production  Accounting-Auditing- 

Tax  Consulting-Film  Credits 

15821  Ventura  Blvd.  #500 

Encino,  CA  91436 

818  905-0151  Phone 

818  789-2194  Fax 

WWW.RCBARAL.COM 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA  flf  T<jirispCTrliib(i,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-135 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1047  (Nani  Barnes,  August  15,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #127  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/15/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Nani 

Barnes 


00000 

nblakeview@ca.rr.com 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 
MapQuest) 


(Please  review  the  entire  route  suggested  on 


I  am  submitting  a  suggestion  in  regards  to  an  alternate  route  for  the  High 
Speed  Rail  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale. 

Myself  and  every  homeowner  in  the  Shadow  Hills  and  Lake  View  Terrace 
area,  are  of  course,  concerned  with  the 

location  that  might  be  chosen.  It  will  greatly  affect  our  lives  and  properties, 
and  as  we  stand  now,  it  is  quite  unsettling 
to  live  with  great  uncertainty. 


As  a  very  long  time  resident  of  Lake  View  Terrace,  I  would  like  to  suggest  an 
alternative  route,  affecting  less  personal 

properties  and  closer  to  a  more  direct  route  to  the  14N  Freeway  connecting 
above  Sand  Canyon. 


The  route  that  ties  directly  into  the  existing  rail  line  is  Paxton  St  and  San 
Fernando  Road.  The  new  route  could  cut  from 

San  Fernando  Rd,  east  on  Paxton  St  (along  the  118)  then  continue  North 
(left)  onto  Lopez  Canyon  Road.  There  are  a 

few  old  warehouses  along  the  road  to  the  North  side  of  Lopez  Canyon  and 
only  mountain  range  on  the  South  side. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration  from  every  homeowner  in  this 
community! 


Nani  Barnes 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 

Attachments  :  Screen  Shot  2014-08-15  at  10.25.13  PM. pdf  (103  kb) 
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Submission  1048  (Jean  Barolet,  August  28,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #562  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Jean 

Barolet 


Sunland 

CA 

00000 

jeanbarolet@ca.rr.com 


:  To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


Please  do  not  consider  the  alternate  route  through  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
That  route  will  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the  original  route  and  will  not 
even  service  the  tens  of  thousands  of  daily  commuters  from  Santa  Clarita. 

It  also  would  affect  water  resources  and  natural  springs,  which  can  be 
critical  in  this  time  of  severe  drought. 


In  addition,  the  route  would  cross  several  active  earthquake  fault  systems, 
ruin  a  recreation  area  used  by  thousands  of  LA  residents,  degrade  an 
environment  that  is  home  to  several  endangered  species,  ruin  the  quality  of 
life  in  several  unique  LA  neighborhoods  and  threaten  the  tax  dollars  poured 
into  the  local  economy  by  the  equestrian  economy  that  thrives  here. 


Please  go  back  to  the  original  route. 


Thank  you, 


Jean  Barolet 
Sunland,  CA 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1049  (David  Barron,  August  14,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palm  dale  to  But  bank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Coni 
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Submission  1050  (Jorge  and  Margaret  Bartlett,  August  27,  2014) 


August  26 , 2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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August  26, 2014 

Jbff  Morales 
Chief  Bcecutive  Offioer 
California  High-^eed  Rail  Authority 
770  Lareet,  Suite  800 
S&cramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’D  □□nm  High-gaeed  Ffeil  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  Gounty.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Ralmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transact  ions  which  is  harming  sellers 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Pease  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Ffelmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  oommunity-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  S&n  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  dependson  it. 


Sncerely, 

)%et  7 


CC;  CHSR01  Chairman,  Dan  Rchard 
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Submission  1051  (Carole  Bartolotto,  Kaiser  Permanente,  August  28,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #567  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Carole 
Bartolotto 
Senior  Consultant 
Kaiser  Permanente 


CA 

00000 

(626)381-7034x331 

Carole.A.Bartolotto@kp.org 


Hi, 

I  wanted  to  let  you  know  that  I  do  not  want  the  bullet  train  going  through 
or  near  my  area,  Kagel  Canyon,  which  is  behind  hanson  dam.  I  moved  to  the 
area  for  peace  and  quiet  and  a  bullet  train  would  ruin  both.  Please, 

PLEASE  stick  with  your  original  plan  of  going  along  the  freeway  systems. 
Thank  you. 


Best,  Carole 


Carole  Bartolotto,  MA,  RD 
Senior  Consultant 
Kaiser  Permanente 
Regional  Health  Education 
(626)381-7034  tie  line  331 
(626)381-7871 

”As  a  society,  the  United  States  spends  billions  on  chronic  disease 
treatment  and  interventions  for  risk  factors.  Although  these  are  useful 
and  important,  a  fraction  of  that  investment  to  promote  healthful 
lifestyles  for  primary  prevention  among  individuals  at  all  ages  would 
yield  greater  benefit.” 

Diet,  Lifestyle,  and  Longevity-The  Next  Steps?  E.  Rimm,  M.  Stampfer,  JAMA, 
Sept  22/29,  2004 

NOTICE  TO  RECIPIENT :  If  you  are  not  the  intended  recipient  of  this 
e-mail,  you  are  prohibited  from  sharing,  copying,  or  otherwise  using  or 
disclosing  its  contents.  If  you  have  received  this  e-mail  in  error, 
please  notify  the  sender  immediately  by  reply  e-mail  and  permanently 
delete  this  e-mail  and  any  attachments  without  reading,  forwarding  or 
saving  them.  Thank  you. 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1052  (Carlo  Basail,  August  17,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #123  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/17/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Carlo 

Basail 


33154  Agua  Dulce  Canyon  Road, 

Agua  Dulce 

CA 

91390 

661.268.8116 

carlobasail@yahoo.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  To  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Scoping  Comment  card 

Meeting  attended:  Scoping  meeting  at  Acton  Library,  Monday 
August  11th,  2014 

Affiliation:  concerned  citizen  and  local  homeowner 
Name:  Carlo  Basail 
DATE:  August  17th,  2014 

Mailing  Address:  33154  Agua  Dulce  Canyon  Road,  Agua  Dulce, 

CA91390 

Contact  phone  #:  661.268.8116 

Issues  that  need  addressing:  the  current  alignment  from  Palmdale  to 

Burbank  would  destroy  Acton,  Agua 

Dulce,  Newhall,  and  the  Newhall  Pass  area  into  Sylmar. 

PHYSICAL  FOOTPRINT: 

Although  the  bullet  train  track  will  only  be  1 50’ 
wide,  real  life  construction  in  our  seismically  active  area  will  demand  greater 
width  and  depth  of  construction. 

The  construction  lot  and  work  areas  will  impact 
and  take  over  most  of  the  open  land  in  Acton  today,  disrupt  the  higher  traffic 
for  years,  and  close  down  the  middle  and  senior  high  schools.  It  will  also  cut 
the  community  of  Acton  in  half. 

Laser  straight  rail  tracks  are  necessary  to 
ensure  high  speed  travel.  This  involves  huge  compromises  and  concessions 
in 

land  use  that  have  not  been  brought  up,  or  discussed,  much  less  planned  for. 
WATER  POLLUTION  AND  DIVERSION; 

The  Palmdale  to  Burbank  construction  will  not 
only  demand  the  use  of  hundreds  of  billions  of  gallons  of  water  to  mitigate 
dust,  but  will  also  affect  the  local  ground  water  supplies  that  feed  the 
thousand  of  homeowner  and  business  wells.  The  train  grade  construction  will 
demand  the  highest  degree  of  soil  compaction,  ground  water  diversion,  and 
rainwater  and  creek  realignments. 

SOIL  SUBSIDENCE; 

Our  ground  is  soft.  Almost  all  the  low-lying 
hills  and  valleys  that  are  in  the  proposed  train  corridor  have  problems  in  the 
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rainy  season  because  the  ground  is  soft  sandstone  and  loose  rock. 

One  must  not  forget  the  inherent  problems 
encountered  in  the  late  60’s/early  70’s  during  the  road  construction  programs 
in  building  Highway  14.  Entire  neighborhoods  such  as  the  Princessa  tract  in 
Newhall  lost  their  underground  utilities  such  as  water  and  electrical  service 
from  the  nearby  grading.  Then  there  was  the  natural  gas  fire  and  explosion 
that 

occurred  while  Lockheed  Shipbuilding  and  Construction  was  building  an 
eighteen 

foot  diameter  water  tunnel  for  Metropolitan  Water  District  in  June  1971. 
Seventeen 

people  died  on  June  24,  1971. 

The  present  day  train  right  of  way  and  tunneling 
from  Palmdale  to  Sylmar  follows  the  course  of  the  Santa  Clara  River,  passes 
many  curves,  many  soft  hillsides  which  have  precluded  the  expansion  in 
more 

than  100  years.NOISE  POLLUTION: 

Sound.  ..Lots  of  it.  The  decibel  count  of  a 
passing  streamlined  train  in  Europe  @186mph(300Kph)  to  a  standing 
bystander  in 

an  open  area  is  DEAFENING.  Now  imagine  that  sound  and  the  wind  blast  as 
an 

irritating  frequent  occurance  in  the  quiet  rural  communities  along  the  pathway. 

High  sound  levels  and  great  wind  movement  will 
accompany  every  proposed  high  speed  train  as  it  travels  at  220mph  from 
Palmdale 

to  Burbank,  crossing  from  hilly,  mountainous  terrain  with  curves,  tunnels,  and 
highways  into  the  more  urbanized,  densely  populated  San  Fernando  Valley. 
Then  there  are  the  two  issues  that  have  NOT  been  properly 
addressed. 

RIDERSHIP; 

A  2010  academic  review  of  the  High  Speed  Rail 
Authority’s  proposal  was  NEGATIVE. 

Ridership  was  greatly  exaggerated  to  benefit  the 
HSR’s  sales  job  to  the  Federal  government  and  to  local  authorities.  It  was 
based  on  biased  polling. 

The  sample  of  polling  on  long  distance  travel 
was  not  sufficiently  representative  because  it  weighed  heavily  in  favor  of 
present  day  train  travelers.  And  the  statistical  method  ro  readjust  has  proven 
unreliable. 

Statistical  models  of  ridership  were  valid  for 
local  intra  district  ridership  numbers,  not  for  longer  distance  interregional 
ridership,  thereby  exaggerating  the  importance  and  need  of  frequent  service. 

Observed  date  was  not  used  for  restrictions, 
only  the  Authority  experts’  professional  opinions  were  used. 

FUNDING; 

The  proposition  that  created  the  bond  demanded 
true  high  speed  rail  travel  (220MPH)  in  excess  of  regularly  engineered  high 
speed  train  travel(186MPH).  There  is  no  proof  or  any  step  by  step  plan 
proposed 

that  will  show  how  the  HSR  will  meet  its  political  promise  along  with  its 
building  itself  to  deliver  many  passengers  from  Southern  to  Northern 
California 

in  three  hours.  When  will  the  track  be  built?,  how  many  landowner  s  will  be 
moved  or  vacated?  Who  and  where  will  the  proposed  train  be  built?  Will  it  be 
diesel  power  (and  therefore  slow)  for  the  immediate  future?  Where  and  at 
what 

cost  will  the  electrical  power  come  from  to  propel  such  a  massive  machine  at 
220MPH? 

It  has  met  a  challenge  recently.  But  Supreme 
Court  in  California  will  weigh  in  next.  And  the  state  voters  can  counter  with 
new  initiatives  to  kill  the  HSR. 

State  funding  of  the  proposed  $100B  plus  project 
comes  from  ‘cap  and  trade’  funding  that  has  been  diverted  to  this  one  project 
by  executive  fiat.  Legislative  and  judicial  reviews  might  reverse  that  quickly. 
And  there  is  no  federal  money  in  sight  to  match 
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700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3*532 

Los  Angeles.  CA  90012 


Mark  A.  McLouqhlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  lo  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3*532 
Los  Angeles,  C A  90012 
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25664  Crockett  Lane 

tevenson  Ranch,  CA  9T381  661  -219-5204 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #575  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Patricia 

Beckmann 


Kagel  Canyon 

CA 

00000 

818-726-6557 

bunsellapb@yahoo.com 


No 

Hello, 


I  live  in  Kagel  Canyon.  We  built  a  house  along  the  Angeles  Forest.  It  is  a 
major  investment  in  the  future  of  our  child.  We  built  very  conservatively  using 
environmentally  friendly  methods  and  planted  a  great  deal  of  vegetation.  We 
rescue  wildlife  and  provide  habitat  for  birds  to  offset  living  here. 

The  alternative  Corridor  represents  a  lost  quality-of-life  in  this  area.  Much 
wildlife  is  already  threatened  by  the  neighborhoods  that  exist  here.  Coyote 
and  other  natural  wildlife  are  already  acting  out.  We  are  doing  our  best  to 
enrich  their  habitat  with  what  remains. 


If  this  alternative  route  moves  forward  we  will  need  to  organize  and  fight  it.  I 
rather  not  spend  my  time  this  way  but  I  am  devoted  to  protecting  this  area. 
Kagel  Canyon  is  very  active. 

I  would  be  very  happy  to  help  your  offices  to  lead  in  enrichment  for  the  wildlife 
community,  but  I  advocate  against  this  type  of  development  in  this  area. 

thank  you 

Dr.  Patricia  Beckmann  Wells 
818  726  6557 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Sent  from  my  iPhone 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #224  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/19/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Margie 

Last  Name  :  Beeson 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  :  00000 

Telephone :  818.694.9266 

Email :  margie_beeson@yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  1 .  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Alternative  route. 

Why  would  the  High  Speed  Rail  track  choose  to  go  through  a  mountain 
when  there  is  already  an  existing  defined  railroad  track  along  the  14  Freeway 
and  the  5  Freeway  into  Burbank? 

2.  The  existing  railroad  path  already  experience  Noise  and  Vibration  from 
trains  so  if  the  HFR  mustbe  built  build  it  at  teh  proposed  location  that  already 
has  the  path  purchased. 

3.  The  existing  proposed  path  along  the  existing  Railway  is  already  set. 
Already  has  the  impacts  of  a  railway.  Why  consider  taking  this  HFR  into  an 
area  that  is  Open  Spaces  and  would  be  negatively  impacted  the  area  with  a 
construction  project  of  this  magnitude? 

4.  If  the  Alternative  location  is  actually  an  alternative  there  will  be  Biological 
impacts,  Enviormental  impacts,  Wetland  impacts,  Cultural  impacts,  Endanger 
Species  impacts,  Geological  impacts,  and  Hydrology  impacts  besides  a 
community  that  is  highly  motivated  to  keep  the  area  Open  Spaces  of  Low 
impact  which  a  High  Speed  Railway  would  not  work  within. 

I  do  not  agree  with  the  High  Speed  Rail  and  the  cost.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
Alternate  Plan. 


Margie  Beeson 

818-694-9266 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

In  Opposition  to  CAHSR  Project,  In  Support  of  SR  14,  In  Opposition  to 
Alternative  Corridor 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Submission  1061  (Gregory  Benedict,  August  31,  2014) 


August  31,  2014 


Mr.  Jeff  Morales,  C.E.O. 

California  High-Speed  Rail 
770  'L'  Street  -  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales, 

I  am  writing  to  voice  my  opposition  to  the  High-Speed  Rail 
project.  I  initially  voted  'yes'  when  the  cost  was  much  less 
and  the  proposed  route  was  along  the  1-5  corridor  in  the  San 
Joaquin  Valley.  But  that  vote  was  before  we  learned  about  the 
precarious  condition  of  our  State's  finances,  and  before  the 
cost  estimates  of  the  rail  project  soared. 

Point-of -f act ,  I  believe  today's  $65  billion  cost  estimate 
is  a  myth,  especially  when  you  compare  it  to  other  state 
projects:  The  new  Bay  Bridge  was  supposed  to  cost  a  billion 
dollars,  but  it  grew  to  over  $6  billion,  and  took  25  years 
instead  of  five  years  to  complete.  The  Bay  Bridge  is  just  one 
structure  and  it's  only  a  few  miles  in  length. 

Compare  that  to  the  hundreds  of  miles  of  track  that  will 
require  scores  of  tunnels  and  bridges  and  easements  and 
environmental  reviews.  It's  a  litigator's  dream  and  a 
taxpayer's  nightmare.  The  projected  ridership  does  not  justify 
the  expense,  nor  will  it  cover  the  operating  costs. 

There  are  infrastructure  needs  all  over  this  state  that 
deserve  a  much  higher  priority  than  high-speed  rail  -  a  concept 
that  will  be  outdated  technology  before  it  is  even  finished. 

This  state  is  broken,  and  we  can't  afford  a  vanity  project 
that  benefits  only  a  few  special  interests.  High-Speed  Rail 
from  LA  to  SF  is  a  waste  of  public  resources.  Please  cancel 
this  project,  and  invest  our  hard-earned  tax  dollars  in  ways 
that  will  better  serve  the  greater  long-term  public  good. 

Tl  ’  u . 


Greg  Benedict 
17630  Arvida  Dr. 

Granada  Hills,  CA  91344 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  ftasl  Authority 

700  JsloiEli  Alameda  Street.  Room  3-G3Z 

Lo&  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Mark  A.  McLoEigMin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  LlFtfEIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles  CA  90012 
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Submission  1064  (Michael  G.  Bernards,  August  25,  2014) 

|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #652  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/25/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jan 

Last  Name  : 

Cunningham 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

00000 

Email  : 

janandskip@earthlink.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

— Original  Message — 

From:  Jan  &  Skip  Cunningham  [mailto:janandskip@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Sunday,  August  24,  2014  1 1 :28  AM 

To:  'palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov' 

Subject:  FW:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR  /  EIS 

— Original  Message — 

From:  Jan  &  Skip  Cunningham  [mailto:janandskip@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  August  23,  2014  11:16  AM 

To:  'palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov' 

Subject:  FW:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR  /  EIS 

— Original  Message — 

From:  Jan  &  Skip  Cunningham  [mailto:janandskip@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  August  23,  2014  1 1 :08  AM 

To:  'palmdale-burbank@hsr.ca.gov' 

Subject:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR  /  EIS 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I'm  sending  this  email  in  OPPOSITION  to  the  above-ground  alignment  of  the 

Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  proposed  high-speed  rail. 

As  1  am  a  Sand  Canyon  resident,  the  preferred  alignment  is  going  directly 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  and  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all 
together. 

Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  the 
tunnel  extension  alignment  causes  considerably  less  damage  to  our 
community. 
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The  above  ground  alignment  would  be  disastrous  to  us.  The  results  would  be 
irreparable. 

It  is  way  too  close  to  two  elementary  schools,  putting  1000  children  in 
danger,  and  creating  noise  which  would  very  negatively  impact  the  ability  of 
our  children  to  learn  in  the  classroom  and  play  on  the  yard. 

It  eliminates  a  community  church  and  eliminates  homes,  which  displaces 
families,  and  will  destroy  our  neighborhood. 

The  noise  impacts  would  be  intolerable  and  the  visual  impacts  unsightly.  In 
addition,  it  would  eliminate  a  job  center  which  has  been  approved  for  our 
community. 

I  would  respectfully  request  that  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  is  bypassed 
entirely.  If  that  option  is  not  chosen,  please  at  least  take  into 
consideration  the  welfare  of  the  residents  of  our  valley,  and  adopt  the 
tunnel  alignment. 

Thank  you, 

Michael  G.  Bernards 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-165 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #272  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan 

Besch 


CA 

00000 

sue.besch5@gmail.com 

No 

August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

770  L  Street,  Suite  800 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole, 
this  portion  as 

planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The 
proposed  route  would 

negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal 
has  already 

triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a 

way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets 
in  those 

communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and 
promising  debate 

could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 
Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station 

and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly, 
more 

environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 
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Susan  Besch 

Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #543  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Mary 

Beth 


Sylmar 

CA 

00000 


mbdehamer@yahoo.com 


No 

Hello, 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  concern  regarding  the  bullet  train  alternative  route 
being  considered  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale. 

While  I  support  the  idea  of  the  bullet  train  in  general,  it  is  completely 
ridiculous  and  costly  (in  both  a  financial  and  environmental  sense)  to  consider 
tunneling  through  the  San  Gabriel  mountains. 

Please  know  that  just  as  many  folks  will  be  protesting  this  idea  as  those  who 
are  concerned  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  etc.  Neither  community  will  be  happy. 
Please  just  do  what  makes  sense:  the  route  that  spares  our  NATIONAL 
FOREST  and  the  TAXPAYER  MONEY. 

Thank  you, 

Mary  Beth  &  Ben  James 
Sylmar,  CA 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

Support  CAHSR  Project,  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Attachment:  Page  1  of  4 


List  of  Environmental  Concerns 

A.  Water  a  lane  br  ings  up  many  huge  concur  ns .  California  has  si  ready  -in  a  severe  dmuj^ht  f-n  r  over 
3  venars  and  mast  nF  Acion's  water  comes  from  wells.  The  Santa  Clara  River  tied  is  rhe  last  remaining 
0can  water  source  m  ColiFornm,  and  if  lies  directly  umfqr  the  route  I  ram  Pa&Tldflfle  ta  BurbanL 

1  How  wiN  HSHA  prin^fll  polluting  this  pucid  water  supply ;  Whsi  will  protect  the  wattr 
supply  fnrwii  (inllurinn  in  The  evenl  rtf  rumpling  through  d 1 1  dquV«r }  How  will  the  HSFlA 
cnmppn'iAtp  everyone  who  is  affected  In  Ehppvpnl  that  theft  w ah-i  -.iipply  b  destroyed  by 
aolluEion  or  di?yl#iian? 

i  Huw  w«U  Uhl-  HR5A  Fudflll  Lhe  lequli  omenta  of  llie  Clean  Water  Act? 

■*  Most  nl  Acton  depends  on  well  water  Hisw  will  nrstdonli  bu  compensated  For  wells  Shat  are 
damaged  or  pe/ma  nent  lv  deplored? 

A .  Will  th<?  H5  RA  use  DF«.tr  let  37  waidj  duri  ng  dortf  IrUclion?  How  will  The  F-lSH  A  address 
tiflpusclon  of  the  District  37  water  supply? 

5r  How  Will  HSR  A  a  dtfrcss  the  deplet  ion  oi  wate  r  to  all  of  Cali  forma  due  to  projected 
population  growth  Etic  HSH  will  LmcourggeiP 

Ek  How  wiFI  the  HSKA  prevent  Fracturing,  gl  IFie  Blue  Line:1 

7  How  will  the  HSHA  prevent  dnoiplitm  lo  hydrologjfcal  puller  ns  ?  There  are  several  FauEti.  in 
She  .ire.i  between  Palmdale  and  Gurbonk.  Charging  wnt^r  li>vrit  bf£rt  proven  to  cey^e 
nrthijuilQet  in  other  areas.  Hew  will  clip  HiRA  oompe^fQl everyone  n  ve.  Calif  ormu  who 
li  aFfected  by  a  major  ejnhqualtc  that  is  caused  by  changes  in  hydrological  pattern':? 

3,  Will  the  H  &RA  monitor  wu  ter  cont-iiiTii  nat  Ion  from  treochmg,  dhlNngr  and  boring?  Wl  ll  The 
result  of  water  samples  Oo  ru  leased  td  the  pub?!C  on  request? 

r  irtcreawl  ftneenhousp  emi^iorK 

1  How  will  Ehe  HJiRA  prnvpnE  irtn-easP!i  in,  dlesPi  fuone^.  and  CO/  emtaittus  duirnf; 

canstrurtr&n?  Large,  land-moving  equipment  and  vehicles  iun  an  dlpspl  IupF  Pmpprtfes 
surrounding  ihp  work  sites  will  cemlnly  be  atfenad. 

2-  How  does  rhe  HSftA  Inland  La  handle  sKposune  AFTtft  completion? 

C.  Air  Cjud  li  Ly  hpings  up  many  huge  concerns  us  wyll  frfy  dauRhter  ^nd  f  havE  asthma  that  Is  trlggerea 
by  pollution  and  dust  We  moved  from  !Fn_i  South  Bjy  to  Ation  BECAUSE  tFie  arr  Isdoaner  and  wp 
hawp  noticed  a  Significant  reduciion  jo  asthmn  since  moving  to  Ac  ton 

L  H&W  will  ThP  proven!  and  PnsurP  Ihip  air  qualily  romnjns  I  Flu  Spirit  duroijt  und  atlcr 
constJ-uctlon?  Will  they  tetE  a*r  quality  before  during,  and  afipr  rFw*  Rrail  i^  huilt  and  take 
responsibility  *0f  0nV  noted  efegradHthon  in  air  quality?  Hpw  will  the  liSKA  compensate 
people  who  become  HI  during  or  aFiL-i  ujrHlructkm  uF  the  MS Tt 

2.  How  will  th-n  HSR  A  addre^^  rhp  potential  of  releasing  Valley  Fi_-uer  spor^  |n|o  the  air-  due  lu 
tunneling?  Ffnw  will  they  compensate  people  whn  herofTio  ill  or  dm  from  Valley  fever J 

D.  D&siruct  ion  of  biological  l^es  o  u^cus 

J,  Acton  \i  a  migratory  rpyE^  For  many  birds,  and  a  variety  oF  rar^  or  end^nger^d  wildlife  live  in 
this  veryKGfltEvfc  high  d^H'H  ib^Ofi,  Huw  will  the  HSR  A  prevent  aficcting  ihn  already 
detreaiirTg  habitat  of  the  fuiiowmg:  California  Quail.  Homed  Toads.  Kangaroo  Rats. 


H.ifrf  i  nf  c 
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Attachment:  Page  2  of  4 

NaadruniiurVp  Red  legged  fra^,  coyotes,  bobcat,  dei?rr  the  California  Candor,  tomntdu, 
Uilimiofied  rbrep-^pine  sticMeb^lp  Semi*  Aria  Sucker,  and  ihetwo-i^lpecl  gartq:r  snake? 

2.  How  will  HSRAi  improve  the  dnrl  ini  hr  habitat  n  T  Thr-sr*  .-mim-ils  by  prmhulifig  pupukbun 
growth  In  California? 

3.  Hpw  will  the  HSU  A  preservF  rhs  V/IEtf  IlFe  Viewing  aiea  it  the  Scledad  to  m  pfinn  utid  ? 

a  How  win  the  HSUA  tHeMfrve  Ibe  exotic  feline  rescue,  Shambala  Prawnm?  Btambata 

Humanely  houses  Hons,  tigers.  panthers,  and  other  wird  cats.  The  land  where  Sharbbala 
Preserve  r^ide'i  unKiucfy  siutcd  fa  this  dangerous  purpose  beejuse  it  Is  iilualed  in  a 
valley,  Away  from  major ial  >ind  There  .up."  plenty  o+  trees  providing  necessary 

shade  itK  line  big  cals  And,  the  5a  nta  Gera  river  runs  s  hraugh  the  p/oparty . 

fc.  Increased  Fransportaticn.  TrafFu:  Congestion,  and  Road  Clotures, 

1  1  hoe  riie  Luuenlly  no  ttuffic  vignah  m  Aetonr  due  Ln  qyr  preferred  rural  l|f □%  lo.  The  H5T 

will  inr.rpace  traffic  throupji  diji  Hi>w  wjII  the  HScHA  cup  i  psrnvalu  Ipr  inciyased  traFflc 

delay*,  and  congestion  and  pollution  i[  brmjR^  ta  our  fur  Jl  town? 

2.  NOW  W II I  HSR  A  addf  SiS  ihe  Tempo*  a  ry  Or  permanent  rcrtjd  cior,ufK  tlu  C  to  the  const!  action 
and  operptlon  at  the  MSI? 

3.  In  |he  event  Ql  a  road  closure,  what  Will  tee  done  SO  homeowners  and  Empfgency  pprwifleJ 
will  sihll  be  connected  ? 

4  Vierru  Hipjiway,  Soledad  (.unyurs,  und  Angeles  Forest  Highway  are  commuter  roadways 
through  Ar.ton,.  in  addition  la  (he  14  Fwy  Now  will  the  H5RA  compEnsate  tor  traffic  impacts 
and  ihp  Increased  wear  and  Tear  dupln  tnnHmtfton  vehicles  uyr^  tFieve  roads? 

5 .  The  5R14  and  5R14  Cist  alignments  would  JFmiT  or  black  access  to  twn  f  ?]  srhoak  in  uui  art-,! 
during  construction  and  final  operatio-n  of  the  hst.  (High  Beteir  Middle  School  and  Valuer 
Hijsh  School. f  How  will  the  HSftA  compeniatF  the  community  for  blocked  accessed  ThPie 
schools?  How  will  t  lie  HSR  A  uidiiruss  trnyrgynev  access  to  the  schools  fn  the  evenr  of  a  wad 
closure? 

F  r>prrpaspd  n  r  mTern  iptpri,  Pi iblir  Servians  and  t  merrcentv  Response 

1  Haw  will  disruption  la  water,  eiecrarity,  natural  or  waste  disposal  be  addressed  ^nd 
compsAsated? 

1.  Our  nearest  Sheriff  station  and  hospital  is  2Q  rnllu  non h  □(  Acton  and  the  Fkr  r.mtinn  is  at 
ihp  ngrlfi  pcfgu  of  town.  How  will  the  H5RA  address  hindrance  in  emergency  response  qf 
tln.“se  jCrvItto  during  ruad  ckjisures? 

^  Wil!  HSHA  prrMdn  aridjllOni.il  rrruji rospunte  Services  during,  times  ol  road  dio surejr 

4  Whil  pratemnn  3  nd  services  w<|  I  thC  HSRA  4yai  |u  hie  during  efl  rthq  ua  ke  s,  dersi  Iment , 

floods,  or  other  dusters? 

G.  NEysptrve  Eficcbi  qn  Population  Grnywth  and  Housq  Values 

1  The  construction  of  the  hsi  will  create  negative  impacts  to  Actan  rhat  will  permanently 
fJr-stffjy  (Im*  rflmmunily  Nw’.'  Intrusion  i>F  thu  urban  stiucture  bisecting  ihi?  town  violates 
ihp  Acta n  Community  Standards  and  thi*  County S  AV  fsOMer  jE  Plan  for  rural  areas.  How  will 
the  HS-RAifilve  this? 

2.  The  HST  wIN  hnv*  a  negative  Impact  on  hauie  valuer  Fn  thp  wholp  imvn,  not  just  Areas  on  or 
near  thg  proposed  alignment*  The  H£T  will  dose  fGverar  foadi,  pi5VPnt  access  through 
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itswn,  It  wNF  blot*  proctoui;  mountain  urews,  and  if  the  align m-ent  paw;  neKt  to  our  Junior 
High  and  High  School,  II  will  defray  our  school  system,  thereby  killing  our  entires  idwp 
Who  waritv  to  Hind  Llitrir  kni*  to  icbooJ  ntau  to  the  noi*e  equivalent  to  an  airport? 

i .  We  own  2  huftire  m  Actem ,  Both  a  re  hur w:  properties  with  acre  age .  The  HST  Is  already 
affecting  our  ibiEity  to  sell  one  of  ouf  homes  because  I  hat  hurOe  u  located  on  the  Sill 4  TiSt 
pfOpOfled  aligomf  nT_  we  wane  to  sell  the  home  to  Our  rpnTm*i  I  hr.-y  wanted  Lu  buy  our  2.S 
1  tf e  home  wit b  horse  facilities  Hut  no  one  wa nts  to  inherit  the  potential  sef/ur i-  j by 
eminent  domain)  of  ttie  property  for  the  1 1ST  In  the  iteKi  couple  of  yean.  So  now  re 
■.luck  wil h  it  home  wl-  cannot  sail,  rhanks  to  iba  HST  proposed  alignment.  The  i  I3RA  just 
announred  [he  study  area  (slog  f  for  a  naw  aligomi^ol,  pod  Mi h  hrjrnr  wt1  hvi.Hn  1*  lorated 
Within  that  new  Study  area,  We  will  ho  neRnrively  imparted  Twice  by  the  HX I  l-lhiiim^ 
through  Aciop.  How  will  the  HSR  A  tompantate  all  the  homeowners  and  local  businesses 
In  Acton  I  or  decreases  m  pro  per;  y  values,  degradation  of  lout  schools,  and  the  bJiRtit  ihar 
turnip  with  a  dytng  town  ? 

4,  I  he  Acion  Commum  ty  bldnda  rcte  we  w  set  up  many  years  ago  I  o  ma  intain  the  rural  nature  of 
Al  ton  Tim  h  an  m[u^Mdan  community  rhen."  are  very  few  place 'j  in  Solhcm  CalilornFa 
where  peopi^  Can  keep  homes  on  Itipir  propm  |v  and  i  ulu  Ibclr  horses  direcMy  Frpm  their 
propeny  onto  local  riding  trails.  Anon*s  library  k  the  OI\?LY  library  ip  California  thut  bds  dii 
p  nePosura  a  nd  hitching  po?l  lor  horses  *  io W  win  the  l  ISRA  maintain  the  i  ura|H  rquesEj  i>  u  i 
nature  ofActpn  by  blaming  jeMskfl  high  Speed  trains  through  the  middfe  of  the  town?  Mow 
Ldn  the  HSRA  mitigate  Eire  potential  ensure  ol  om  0*  the  Ifllt  rurjt  communities  remaining 
In  Southern  l  .i|ifnrni.i? 

*  Moste  homes  kp  Acton  hniup  prtitihfc  yrews  of  the  mountains.  Many  homes  have  views  that 
overlook  Alleys  as  well.  Any  HST  alignment  running  rheoutfr  the  middle  at  Acton  will 
permanently  block  pristine  views  of  surrounding  mountains  and  valleys  How  un  lire  HSftA 
mitigate  or  compensate  homeowners  tor  desiruotioh/obst ruction  nf  their  proppu/s 
boa  util  u  I  cou  ntry  view  7 

H  Ne^a  r  ive  Economic  z  rid  Sor  ial  I  mpaers,  f  rwh  unmefltaj  Justice  [Blighting) 

I  The  ?  pro  pci  sod  al  ifinmnnl  s,  ,ind  rhi- new  Stl  ady  W  lNI  of  1  l*c  H5T  Wi  IS  d  wide  BHd  dl  *  place  Acton 
wherever  the  HST  comas  abova  ground  Ypr  Tunneling  may  deplete  or  poison  the  water 
supply,  which  supplies  additional  com  mum  tic:  ba&idns  Acton.  The  h.v  i  will  not  provide  ANT 
benefit  to  Acton.  Whether  jt  goes  through  above  ground  or  balow  Actnn,  ii  will  destroy  the 
unique,,  rural  town  forever. 

J  I  hi1  HSKA  hn\  not  Conducted  ;s  b-l^elinr?  study  0+  pfioperTV  ViSlUGS  prior  to  the  as&rgnmeTiS  of  A 
route  Why  not? 

3  The  HST  wilt  cause  a  trickle  effect  in  loss  of  income  to  Aclon  bu^rnessps,  rn^ljnrs, 
contractors,  developers,  leachen  (whin  the  schools  close}  and  homeowners 
I  DkriiLr  u-c  Lion  ol  A^r  icutt  u  rd  I  R  asuurce^ 

S  e  ni"  mjJjQrtl  y  of  Acton  i^  ^ur  r  crntlv  fiffied  « s  Ag,ncu  llynal ,  How  wNI  the  HSftA  compensare  tor 

ronmR  cpnflfcts  or  Will  mm  SOP  Act  COhti'JCt  cuikfllLtsf 
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2..  MOW  Mill  thP  HSflA  InnOl  fafflnpr.l,  horse  hrt-erfpi  s  slug  kurwnrl  owners,  and 

animal  r&CLHS*  that  Wrll  be  affected  or  forced  to  move  by  the  H5T? 

J  Desfroci  km  of  Historic  and  Culture  I  Resources 

1.  Artun  it  horn?  to  Hlum  R a  nch,  which  U  jn  fihtorfc  Ffl  nn , 

2  GtiWnto r  Mine  and  Red  Rovdr  Mine  are  historic  mines  In  Acton  Mining  opifretkJTl&  are  slid 
antrve. 

3  There  are  also  known  Indian  artifacts  and  histerkal  burial  sites  of  Native  American  Indians  in 
i  he  awa  a  T  die  SoEadad  Canyon  Corridor  Ther e  □  re  al cq  pafcmnlolofiieal  fossil  i  esu  urtei 
scattered  throughout  Acton, 

1,  Now  wrJl  ola  thffir.e  Motoric  jrnl  Cultural  resau-  ers  be  prcM  eefod? 

if.  increased  Vforstlon  and  Nafee 

1  Dynamic  Stress  tre-m  vibrations  ran  flcreEerate  Jhr  dcvefopmerit  of  sir  Lmlurdl  dama^i?  to 
buildings  MOW  will  HSU  A  ceriify  the  structural  inTegi  ily  of  all1  fcmp^L  red  amd  surrounding 
areas  O^ror  to  tonjif  ruction? 

2.  How  will  the  H5RA  m  on  ilor  st  rutturei  over  time  and  how  Wrll  the  HjKA  com  pehsale  foi 

tLln^S  due  to  vJbr  jiiuu  ond  jr.LuiLraEedl  aging  ^ 

■I .  People  and  amnia  Is  ore  j|f  odvor  soly  jf|  uclud  by  stress  from  vibration  and  no^C  f  fow  w  H I 
the  HSRA  rompennnte  for  The.  negative  effects  of  Hr £45  due  lo  the  startle  affects  of  iUOden 
vlbratrorvs  rinsed  by  blasting,  tunneling,  onri  niwnrimr  nf  ife-  H^i  ? 

4  I  low  Will  the  HSR  A  mitigate  the  B!*+  decibel  fPt  airplane-like  noiw  l  li  property  owners  nujtl 
to  or  near  the  align  mem?  How  wNE  the  i  ISRA  mutate  She  Jet  airplane- like  rounds  from 
cchwng  threugh  thu  canyons  and  valley*  as  each  H^f  passes?  MOW  will  the  MSRA  mitigate 
the  noise  .is  the  trains  run  right  nvxt  to  cur  mhoqis? 

I  Negative  Ftferls  on  Geology  „  Hails  and  Earthquake  f  Jtdts 

1  Tht  0 l  Cal  ifornfa  rerognries  E  he  Arton  f  Jpnrir, ingle  as  on  of  filial  -Jc^rnlc  hajj^d  torus . 
Liquefaction  and/or  lands  Kef  es  are  highly  likely  in  the  ever  it  of  an  earthquake  of  magnitude 
5,5  or  greater.  How  wfil  the  HSR  A  eruure  public  safety  in  the  event  of  on  eorthquake  or 
iondsfrdu  triggered  by  water  depletion,  vibration,  or  tunneling 

2.  Will  the  HbFtA  monitor  sail  cantammation  tram  trenching,  dhllrng  and  borjpg?  W/NI  the 
resuns  of  these  soil  samples  released  to  the  public  on  request? 
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WrOUSO  TBU  UM2  TQ ill  ACURO TQ PUB IMAILTMa  L Irt?"  I CIUj  nimu  . . 


-Hi  I  r.'i  *411* . .  *■«»  li'Tirf fmiwt t^l  r*t||^nj4l  '.I  Mirti 


I'M  A ‘.4  fjrtl  t  hVidLptjMP  "ifPjAr  <tv  4  v  FrtAI  <TA.  oar  M  Ha  P  frNi  ft  W|  Ih  A^P  Wnl  n  fP  -  ini  tjJiLl  Jffmi5$t&|ff  TH?  FAiAigAU  r^j  □  K_- q D f J N  HABlIC” 

1 1  yn  mvi*nNV.F  ntai  CTWHMt  NT  nLfA^j-  nr  as  tfrprir  ac  rental  r 

A  W.l|  tp  dQT if  iini  i|"-  u|f  i  n,iny  KiJ|-l-  i  ant  «t"i  rr.  ^-i  ■  Al  L-lcliinrril  P,ip.p  1 ) 

R  UitrivVd  dlrWiihPVLr  om&ilgns-  jin*  ku,irhn»pnr  I’aije  3] 

C  Air  fWliry  brings  up  ir.unv  huge  concerns  as  w*  II  Qi ii. jh r; P>  t-i 1 1 -n r  ■  s-  uy  u  1] 

0.  Dt^rualCf,  of  fiid^gical  ftCdCurCK  iset  AtUCtorhanl.  page  1J 

b  I'H.i  t-;i  ii  i'll  1  railipiMtaliOrt  li  .kflu.  Li  ii  igit^Tii  in,  .in  id  VLii.nl  r  bi'.i  ikh-*.  |VnL  AMjh  hrmT.il-  la4|[(*  2  | 

f  rVfJ.i r.LV-il  nr  inVrirurilmi  Puttlu  Sitwt%  .mil  Fiiu-iigHuiy  Fkipnrrifi  ISee  Attachm*™  I  2|| 

Cw  Mp^iIUmi?  i  Hrii'-nn  PrijmliaUnn  fimwiri  ;im1  Value*  \  See  Atfiichniep  [ .  Page  J  JHS  J1 

i  *  Negative;  Ircirwmir  ind  Social  trr  pppl V  t flwHwnEniil  JuRl-C 4  (Uli|ltTlnRt  [&&o  A CTaC  hi  nei  i3  Huge  J) 

I.  tfeifUCtiUft  Of  *4S.viC.wlluril  Re  jput  rta  free  AttaC  hment.  Page  3  and  4  | 

J.  DeUrucl ion  nf  Historic  and  f.uPtui  al  huiot^ruti  (Sep  aet.il  h  intaiE  p^r  4) 

K  Inutuu-d  VkbP-Kl  irhi  lmKI  NhjH.p  [AH'  hLUxtimi-m  P^flf 

l  ftJL'flaEivv.'  EfPtLts  un  G^lo^y,  Soils  .mil  Earthquake  Taults  I5*C  Atrackrnffnr  Pflgf  4) 

WhA I  LIIIN  *  lli-VIJi-  *  Wl*i  ll  ll  you  I  ril  I  HI  I'HiVll  l  i  1 1 VH  L  PjUIttJftMtb I  AL  SCHLUAHWT  l  □  APCHfcSiV 
A  CirJ  HWimink  jml  hnirlmfl 

L  rhc  voEcra  approved  a  hmd  e  h>r  appi  g^mfluFF  W  ii  tMII  ion.  I've  rp jd  estinute f  that  U  it  aittul  ual  mil  lit- 

vnoif  Vjmcs  lh.V  rfmaunt.  now  Will  the  HSRA  be  TuniMid?  We  wereiuld  Cjp  H  Ti.dt  F«iidsnE  fwuM  lstoi;p  S?  3 

Million  pec  Y-*1 ,  but  [list  barely  *»ci  atchei.  llirt  -iui f-n  *  af  tirti  hi  ^rhJIiliin,  h  ir  mru  \w^\  *a  w:  thivlype  of 

liuvdniK  Inr  ;cjv  ptojeefc#  Ww  . . Ihlfl  Fan^n  iriwr.iiu:.  v.nu]rl  runri  (he  remaining  ^pHlians.  Which  Foreign 

Irtvustort  Want  Td  -nviirt  In  a  buiVncss  that  n*ust  be  coni Iriyrjuif y  sub^ld^ed  by  the  VcderaJ  Goveoiment  becauje  th* 
HdorshFp  will  never  f ecuue  the  fosi  pf  opflf Jtl&n.  leE  alofle  the  tost  to  build  iT?  Will  the  HSftA  give  Uie  puhfk  in 
Eh*  actual  0WF<*r*  nf  ths  OST  tyHerti? 

i.  Lalifo^npa  already  has  erne  of  the  higher  Ljs  Mlet  M  Uu-  touhlry  HnW  will  the  hitps  cart  of  MSI  systEim  afftci  talilpnan 
tJKpay^Tt/ 

«vr.n  owm  CMPvir  U  r*i  Wh  al  mtasui  c  s  nn:  be  ing  laktn  to  u^eMe  nt  tepi  Dnst  atLjf.ks  on  li  re  sno  iinlr-.  ■  «l  r>>n-h  v  r.ir  k?  Tp'  e  hr- 
uMer  fj<r.  hp '.  untfei  passes,  lunneft  and  K.^1  i1.>Ehuns'’  Arid  r  u  iht-  Ir.nns  rhi-rnM'Ivi^.?  Wh^i  ■.rih.,[fi,i.--rn  i  rh--  rr-  iii  pnpveni  someo-nc 
hom  vfcbol.iKirtjt  Hu-  r- jiin  ip»  m  ifrip'  w.pya  i.^i  iun ig  4  high  deralimenl  y*no  subsequenr  tnjyn«  nr>d  afiathil1  im  sa  3/1 1.  tne  rthole 

WorSd  hai  adapted  to  ien^rtv  a^cuHtV  i^EKurcs  ft?  Hde  an  alrplmae,  hut  ulrpkhe*  4r t  hdjfl  cusily  sabciLaged  when  In  Che  iky.  Irjint 
ere  yplfltrable  ftt  all  limes oE  operation. 


THAW*  you  HOH  vouftflArmciMr.Dh  imthli  IWPQ4TANT  PftDflrss 
iypMir  vdlik  icwrw  cowwiivr  * dum  at  thi  HdF*  in  tasjI  cm  NMN  Mil  AfflSACSsiD  itMNt 

you  MAY  *LSgi  DgpFpin  flVW  eWlAII  to  V..lrmllii,  buib^nSiDI-^ . ,  ,1  am 

All  u  niiiPrt;.,LJWMt^i’.  Hw  V  Ht  vAumnui  VOPURBAN'  nvoifCTt^CTILlN  MMfT  i|  UltMTTTlD  if  MIC,  ii,  Z&U 
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List  of  Environmental  Concerns 

a  jltjrtu  bring*  vu  "uny  hmv  Concerns,  California  hsi  already  been  in  a  severe  drought  far  o^r 

J  years  .jnd  moil  Qf  Attoft'i  Water  Lomus  limn  wells,  Thu  Santa  Gary  River  Bed  i \  tne  East  remaining 
dean  WitE*  source  in  California,  and  it  IlnS  rtUmc.My  undor  the  route  from  IMlmdLjiu  to  ftu?bank. 

1.  Haw  will  HSRA  prevent  pnl  luring  this  trivial  wai  w  supply?  will*  wiil  prj..cer  t  {hr  wjier 
AupuFy  from  pollution  in  the  evens  of  tunneling  Through  an  aquiFer?  How  writ  lhe  HS*A 
compensate  everyone  who  is  averted  in  the  event  that  [hob  witter  supply  is  dEstmyed  by 
pollution  dr  depletion  iF 

2.  How  will  thp  HRSA  fulfill  Ehe  roquiremprits  nl  Site  Clean  Wafer  AflT 

3.  Mon  of  AtUMl  depends;  dh  wail  water  Haw  will  residents  be  rom  periled-  for  wplK  that  aiu 
damaged  or  permanently  depleted? 

A  WiH  She  HSR  A  usa  District  3?  water  during  construction?  HOW  will  the  HSRA  address 
depletion  i  il  rbu  DivEn^t  57  wdlcr  supply? 

S.  How  will  HbWA  address  the  depletion  of  water  to  ail  nf  CghSotfllia  dup  eg  projected 
population  F.rowtb  ihe  WW  will  encourage? 

S.  How  will  the  hSra  firevif'nT  fracturing nf  ihn  blue  Cine? 

7.  How  W»!l  the  I ISR A  prevent  disruption  to  hydrological  paltpro*;?  There  are  several  faults  m 
the  area  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank  Changing  Wltir  levels  has  dean  proven  to  cause 
tarLhquitike-j  In  other  areas.  How  will  the  HSRA  compensate  everyone  In  So  California  wba 
Is  .iffrr.lyrJ  by  a  mi*Jpf  earthquake  l hat  is  caused  by  changes  m  hydrological  patterns? 

W.  WjI3  the  HMdri  monlEqr  water  rahiTJiviinBt*Dn  Irani  In.1  nth  mg,  drilling,  and  boring?  Will  the 
results  df  Water  samples  Pff  released  |p  the  public  on  request? 

B.  increased  Greenhouse  emissions. 

1 .  How  vf*\  I  the  HSflA  p^eve  nt  Increases  in  diesel  Etimes  and  C02  emissions  du  ring 

construction?  Laige,  land  moving  equipment  and  vehides  run  an  dinsei  fuel  Properties 
surround-!^  the  work  sites  will  certainly  be  aMecled 

7 .  How  dnps  tire  H^R A  intend  to  ha  r_-*  peiuH?  AFTER  com  pie  tlun? 

t.  Air  Duality  brings  up  many  huge  concerns  aSwejl  Mv  di  Lighter  giid  I  h *m  dsllirnrf  thaL  Is  triggered 

by  pollution  and  dost  Wt  moved  from  the  South  Boy  to  Acton  RfCAuSk  the  air  is  dcatiCr  and  wu 
have  noticed  a  significant  induction  m  asthma  since  moving  to  Acton. 

1-  H y w  wlH  the  HSRA  prevent  end  ensure  the  a  i r  quality  nunal m  i  ho  sam?  during  and  aft?  e 
Lonslrudian?  Will  they  tost  aiT  quality  before,  during,  gnd  alter  the  Rail  h  bunll  and  take- 
cr-spo  risibility  for  any  ncried  denudation  in  pir  quality?  how  will  the  H5RA  compensate 
people  who  become  ill  during  or  after  const*  unticm  of  flip  HST? 

2  Haw  will  the  HSRA  address  the  potential  or  releasing  Valley  Fever  spores  into  the  air  due  to 
lunmrlrngP  How  will  they  cqjnoensaie  people  who  become  111  or  die  from  Valley  Feivei? 

D  Hi;  Str  UL  t jyi  i  of  Biolagityi  Resou  rtts 

1  Ar.Tnu  is  a  migratory  ■  quiff  fd  1 1  m  i  iy  bji  ds,.  urid  a  vu  riy ty  uf  r  artr  or  e nda  ngered  wl  Idl  He  live  I  h 

thi%  very  stnsihve  high,  do^ort  region  Hmv  wjII  Hu  HV3A  qr^unt  y Hue. ting  Un?  already 

dacteaslng  habitat  of  the  Following:,  CaJifnrnFci  Qj^  Homed  l  ojds,  Kongyroo  Bu|s, 
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Ftoadrumers,  Red  legged  frogs,  coyotes,  bobcat*,  deer,  the  California  Condor,  Tarantulas, 
unanmared  (hrenr  spine  siicfclebitck,  Santa  Ana  Sucker,  md  the  two-sir Iped  garter  snake? 

A  HOW  Will  HSHfl.  improve  the  du(linmg  hifbitdt  Ol  these  arumafs  by  promo!  i  rig  population 
Rmwtli  in  California? 

1 .  Now  w  il  I  the  HSfi A  preserve  The  Wildlife  viewing  area  ill  !  he  RhIu*  l.url  f'.i  1 1  ip gi uund  ? 

il.  I  fow  will  The  I  iSR A  pr  e*ervE  i  be  exotic  Feline  rescue,  ^hamhala  ^resume  *  vha-m  ha h 
humanly  homes  lions,  tigers  panthers,  and  other  wild  car*,  the  land  where  ShambalA 
Pren-rvH  reside  is  unkjuely  suited  to  this  dangerous  purpose  because  It  \t  situated  in  a 
voiiuy,  uwuy  Iiimii  nidjor  H-isaduotkil  yr e^s.  ^rid  (Here  are  plenty  of  trees  providing  necessary 
shade  lor  rhe  tats  And,  rhe  Santa  Clara  overruns  through  the  property 
£.  increased  Traosoorrariof!,  tratf-t  Conge-sHon,  and  koad  Dosu^s. 

1 .  There  a  re  currently  no  traffic  iipnals  In  Acton,  doe-  to  our  preferred  rural  li  feityle.  The  NST 
will  incTcusc  LraMic  Lbiough  our  area.  dpw  will  the  H5HA  compensate  +or  Irttf eased  traffic 
deluys,  -jnd  congestion  end  pollution  it  brings  to  out  rural  Lpwn? 

?  Hnw  will  HS.NA  .iiiijt  c  ■/.,  1 1  ie  temporary  or  pethTdneuL  road  closures  due  to  the  construction 
and  oppral inn  of  the  HST? 

5,  in  the  event  of  a  road  closure,,  what  will  he  done  so  hnmeowneoi  and  emergency  personnel 
wilt  still  be  connected? 

4.  Sierr  e  Highway.  Suiedeti  Canyon,  and  Anga  ies  fore  st  i  Iighway  are  comm  utp  r  roadway* 
through  Acton,  in  addition  |o  tho  14  Fwy  How  will  the  H$I1A  compensate  for  traffic  ijmpatis 
and  the  increased  wear  and  Tear  due  to  construction  vehicles  tiding  ihese  roads? 

S  Thfl  SR  1-1  Find  SRI  4  Fast  .=rliftnm  nm  ^  wm  iM  Ifont  P<  Wot  k  access  to  I  wo  (  2 1  Schools  m  our  a  rey 
during  construction  and  final  operation  of  The  H!il  (High  D^ert  Middle  School  and  Vasquei 
High  School.]  I  low  well  IhlHSAA  compensate! he  community  For  hlockenf  access  rn  these 
schools^  How  w«ll  the  H3HA  address  emergency  Access  io  the  schools  in  ibe  event  of  a  road 
cl  owe? 

P  Itateaseti  (n  interrupted  Public-  Sertfees  and  Emergency  Response 

t  How  will)  d^oiptfon  in  waterP  GJotlrlcity,  natural  gui,  or  waitt  dlspuwi  he  addressed  and 
compensated? 

i.  our  nearest  ShurlfF  Mm  ion  and  hnspuaJ  is  70  miles  nni-rh  nF  Acffid  and  The  Re  sT.nion  is  ul 
the  north  Edge  of  town,  l  low  will  rhe  HSR  A  address  hindrance  in  emp^nfy  respond  m 
these  services  d-uring-  road  closures? 

3-  Wil  I  H  5HA  prqvidki  addst  ional  pmc rpvicy  response  h rvices  during  times  of  road  domra*  7 

£  Wiidi  ^ died Itm  and  Sblvltt*  will  l he  H5RA  make  available  during  ean[hpuakesP  deni lnicntr 
floods,  tn  tithe i  disasters? 

G.  Negative  FFfec  «  on  Popul ailon  Growi h  and  H bueg  Values 

X  Tbe  cons.tr  uctio  n  ot  tha  HST  wl  II  cr  nepllve  pacts  to  Acton  that  will  peirrta  nen  tly 
du>b  oy  r  h y  Lommutii Ly  The  mlr  ^^ujn  oi  Dm  ur  b  *n  *  try ctu  re  h^ecti  ng  the  town  vmlaios 
tli(j  Acton  t'dmfniiiijty  'SUmd J rd^  ind  Tt^u  tounty'a  AV  GOnurol  Plan  tpr  furai  areas^  How  will 
the  HSflA  nnlve  tin'*? 

2  The  MST  will  have  4  ntgativn  Impair  on  Kpikp  vatu^^  in  the  whole  town,  m.u  j u l.f  .jj r_-._^.  m  or 
near  the  pioposeii  alignmEnrs.  Fho  HST  will  dose  sw&ral  roads,  prevpni  loce^s  Through 

J  nf  4 
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town,  It  will  block  precious  mountain  views,  and  if  the  alignment  paiset  ne*t  to  our  Junior 
High  and  High  School,  it  will  destroy  our  school  lyiEem..  I  hereby  killing  aur  entire  town. 

Whu  wants  to  send  ihcir  Juris-  to  school  neat  to  |hs  noise  equivalent  to  #n  airport? 

3  WO  uwu  ^  liomes  i n  Aotun  hu Eh  dr u  l»dr se  props 1  li«  wi th  jci e age  The  H5T  Is  already 
affecting  nur  ahilily  to xll  one  nf  our  Homes  because  that  home  k.  JoLJlud  on  Itw  SHU  East 
proposed  aJifihmenl.  We  warn  to  spit  The  home  !o  nur  rn-nT erv  They  w, ink'd  Hi  buy  uU4  I.S 
acre  home  with  horse  faciliifes.  But  no  one  wants  tn  inherit  the  patenti.il  seizure  [by 
eminent  domain)  of  the  props  ny  for  thu  HST  In  the  rieKi  couple  of  years.  Sc  now  weVe 
stuiih  wub  d  home  wo  c#nnut  yell,  thanks  to  the  1 1ST  proposed  alignment,  The  ILSRA  gus: 
announced  the  study  area  fcluft)  For  a:  new  al  iRjnnqeiTt,  a  nfl  I  hi?  Home  wt  Five  in  ij  fccaled 
within  that  new  study  are  a.  we  will  ft?  negatively  imparted  i  wire  by  the  hm  e  uming 
E-hlOUgh  Acton,  MOW  will  the  HSftA  compensate  all  the  hem  pawners  and  local  faus[nK»> 
in  Acton  lot  decrease s  in  property  val ups.  degradation  of  local  schools,  and  the  birj*M  that 
came*  with  a  dying  town  * 

*3  r hm ■  Alton COrrkmilKlity  Stjrujjrdi  were1  set  up  many  years  ago  to  maintain  the  rural  nature  of 
Actnn  Thic  Jt  an  nqur^.tri.in  cnmiriunily  Tiler  V  An*  very  few  places  itl  Sythern  California 
where  people  can  keep  hofs.es  rip  their  property  and  ride  their  horses  directly  irom  therr 
property  onto  ratal  riding  trails.  AttorVu  library  is  ihe  ONiV  library  In  California  that  has  an 
enclosure  and  Hrtchmg  post  for  hones,  l  low  will  The  H5RA  maintain  the  rural  nfiuAAtrian 
nature  of  Acton  by  blastma  jet-like  high  speed  trains  through  the  middle  of  the  town?  How 
can  the  H5RA  mihgaie  the  potential  closure  of  one  of  the  last  rural  comm  unities  remaining 
in  Southern  California? 

Most  homes  in  Acton  havo  pristine  viow^of  the  mountains  Many  homes  have  Views  that 
overlook  valley:!  as  well  Any  H5T  alignment  running  through  the  nmirlJe  of  Alton  will 
permanently  block  pristine  vi#WS  Of  surrounding  mountains  and  valleys.  How  can  the  HSKA 
mitigate  or  compensate  homeowners  for  desiructlQp/obsirutTion  pf  their  property's 
beautiful  country  view? 

H.  Ne^at ivp  (  Tonorfiro  and  Social  IniPdtk.  b  PWI  f Olnlfrt tal  Justice  (Eiigbt angj 

\  The  ?  pmpoieri  sJignmnms  and  the  new  stiffly  area  of  the-  Hil  will  divide  and  displace  Acton 
wherever  th*  HST  cormeis  above  ground.  vei  tuiwttlljig  may  iJeploh-  m  poison  ihe  wvbrt 
supply  ,  which  supplies  additional  communities  besides  ArEon.  The  HST  will  not  provide  AN  v 
benefit  to  Anon  Whet  her  it  goes  through  a  bow*  grou  nd  or  below  Acton,  fl  wl  II  destroy  the 
unique,  rural  town  loruver. 

2.  1 1  id  hfSRA  lias  nuL  corid  ud  ud  a  barline  M  i  idy  nl  pr  oppr  I  y  values  prior  to  E  he  flS^lfinm  m  Of  a 

route.  Why  not? 

3-  The  HST  win  mugs  a  trickle  offset  in  Itus  of  Income  m  Acton  busln*5SH  Traitors, 
mnlrectors.  develyputv,  teachers  (when  the  schoots  closa)  and  homeowner*, 

I  Destruction  pi  Agricultural  Resources 

I  I  ne  majority  of  Ado  n  i  s  curren  tly  zoned  as  Agricultural.  How  will  the  H  5RA  c  nm  pensile  for 

■roningj  conHic^  Or  Williamson  Act  CWUntCt  CtUifliCtii? 
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2.  how  yxilf  the  HisrtA  eofniiensatc  loc-a!  farmihi,  (id jso  Lnoudurb.  dug  kennel  owners.,  and 
animai  fescues  that  will  be  affected  nr  forced  Eo  move  by  the  NSt  i 
J ,  Destruct  ion  of  i  il  stone  and  Cultural  Rp-sou rcea 

1.  Aston  as  hump  to  Blum  Ranch,  which  Is  an  historic  farm 

2.  Hwci  nor  Mine  end  fled  .Rover  Mme  are  hi  stork  ml  tic  s  in  Ac  ran  Mi  n  ing  operatic™  are  still 

JUiW_v 

T  Thpre  .urn  .  i  Kei  kruvum  Liidfcu  rim  I  acts  and  faistorkdl  burial  site?  yl  Native  American  Indians  in 
ihe  area  nf  the  .So  lectori  f j  nynn  Corridor  !  J ifct  tr  a  ru  ohu  paluontoEo^k.^  I  fpssir  resources 
scattered  throughout  Art  on 

J  Huw  Will  ail  tFfciMJ  Histuni  and  Cultural  resources  tie  protected? 

K  inr-roacecf  vihraikm  .md 

1 .  Oyn^imic  tfrw  from  vibr  atton[.  con  uCCLite  rite  th □  rfcvelopme  nt  of  structures  d,i  mage  to 
buildings.  HOW  wll  I  HSR  A  cs  rtify  the  slrucf  tittl  IntofiNly  0*  all  impacted  dhd  surrounding 
areas  prior  to  construction? 

2.  How  will  the  H5RA  monitor  structures  over  time  and  him  will  the  HSR  A  form  penile)  Cui 
damages  dug  to  vibration  and  sccs'erated  aging? 

3-  People  and  rimmalv  «*ro  all  adversely  alf  acted  by  stress  Ifom  vibration  and  hfllse.  How  will 
ittp  HSR  A  campen  Mte  For  tlm  negative  offsets  of  siren  doe  to  the  startle  a  FFeets  of  sudden 
Vi  bra  rim*  caused  fay  hinting,  Eunnpkitf,  -ti  Kt  Operation  yf  Lhu  NST} 

4  How  will  the  HSR  A  miiiftiie  ihe  &S4  dertibd  Jet  airplane  like  nenso  to  property  owner? 

to  or  near  the  alignment?  How  will  the  H5RA  miiiRiire  rhe  jet  airplane  like  sound:,  from 
echoing  ihryush  ihe  canyons  and  valleys  as  each  HST  passes?  How  wtN  the  HSR  A  mrtifrito 
tht:  nuL it  y?  die  tram?  njn  right  bEKf  to  our  schootl? 

I  NC’roHw  Effects  on  ^eoloijv,  boita  and  Earthquake  FauR? 

I .  The  State  nl  rAlifiVfma  r‘£-t O^niin  Elio  Alton  Uuddr  angle  a?  an  official  sei&mFt  hiiard  im§ 
Liquefaction  and/of  landslide*,  are  N%Wy  likr;ly  m  Wm  omr nt  ul  an  oarthquake  of  magnitude 
S.S  dl  greater.  I  low  Will  the  HSR  A  ensure  public  safely  in  Ihi-  ^tntnt  or  .in  Rj-arlhqviak^  yr 
landslide  triggered  fay  water  depletion,  vibrasiofi,  or  sunnellhg? 

2  WIFI  the  H5RA  monitor  soil  contamination  from  trenching  drilling,  and  boring?  Will  the 
route  of  the^e  soil  sampler  be  released  to  the  public  on  request? 
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August  28,  2014 


Dear  Highly  Esteemed  Official: 

Thank  you  for  reading  my  letter.  I  am  very  concerned  about  an  alternate 
route  for  the  high-speed  train,  where  tunnels  would  have  to  be  drilled 
and  blasted  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  in  the  Angeles  National 
Forest,  instead  of  disturbing  Michael  Antonovich's  communities.  What  an 
unbelievable  cost,  simply  to  avoid  Michael  Antonovich's  communities. 


What  impact  will  this  have  on  our  wildlife?  What  type  of  safety  issues 
are  there,  with  an  earthquake  fault  so  close  by?  In  the  beginning,  I 
thought  this  was  simply  preposterous,  and  now  I'm  discovering  this  is 
considered  a  viable  path  for  the  high-speed  train. 

Please  put  a  stop  to  this  outrageous  solution  for  the  high-speed  train, 
and  let  Michael  Antonovich  accept  that  the  most  appropriate  and 
financially  effective  solution  is  the  path  near  and  through  some  of  his 
communities. 


Again,  thank  you. 
Sincerely, 

Cindy  Betzer  Pharis 
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Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Aside  from  the  many  aspects  of  aesthetics  of  our  lives  that  will  be  not  just 
affected  but  absolutely  destroyed  for  posterity,  there  are  concrete  reasons 
that  would  absolutely  bring  eventual  disaster  to  the  train  and  the  people  who 
would  be  the  unlucky  riders  at  that  time. 

The  route  is  slated  to  cross  several  earthquake  faults  that  are  connected  to 
many  other  active  faults.  You  and  I  both  know  that  there  will  be  an 
earthquake  of  great  magnitude  at  some  point. 

The  route  proposed  also  has  a  history  of  huge  flooding  when  conditions  are 
right.  In  fact  it  is  a  recognized  flood  plane. 


In  addition  there  is  the  liquifacation  or  the  tendency  for  the  ground  to  become 
quicksand  at  times.  It  hardly  needs  to  be  said  that  unstable  ground  is  not 
suitable  for  a  project  of  this  sort. 


F.Y.I.  Metrolink  has  made  a  study  of  this  area  and  found  it  unsuitable  to  make 
the  train  route  through  the  mountains  as  it  would  cost  ten  times  the  price  to 
traverse  them! 


It  is  already  understood  that  the  natural  resources,  water,  (natural  springs), 
plants, 

(including  Slender  horned  Spine  Flower  and  Santa  Ana  Sucker,)  and  wildlife 
will  be  compromised  and  destroyed. 

One  of  the  last  beautiful  areas  that  are  available  to  Los  Angelinos  to  hike, 
horseback  ride  and  be  in  nature  will  be  gone  forever.  Please  don't  destroy 
this  little  area  of  disappearing  beauty  we  still  have  in  our  world. 

With  Heartfelt  Sincerity, 

Rabbi  Janet  Bieber 


818.419.4497 
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Jewish  Community  &  Learning  Center  of  the  Foothills 
Like  us  on  Facebook! 

https://www.facebook.com/pages/Jewish-Community-Learning-Center-of-the- 
Foothills/1 51 657044869455?ref=ts&fref=ts 

www.jclcofthefoothills.com 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 


Yes 
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September  9th,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov  (email) 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


(TUA 


/w-  «  tjo  @Lif’  cl  AA'LA 
&IA&J Q$<UouJd 


u  fltS) 

"jAuJj  /i  <r 


to  A 


/Jo  ,/ds^/ 
tjy  0qjjlQ»a^s—j 

6x 


V  Q/J  Ql 


Sincerely, 

Name 

Street  Address 
City,  State  ZIP 
Email  address 

cc: 

felipe.fuentes@lacitv.org 

Claudia.rodriguez@lacity.org 

Weslv.hernandez@1acitv.org 

Councilmember.martinez@lacity.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

shpoa@shpoa.us 

zey@bos.lacounty.gov 

teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov 


r 


JJi 


Paul.krekorian@lacitv.org 

marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov 

tbell@lacbos.org 

mcano@lacbos.org 

raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.goy 

mayor.garcetti@lacitv.org 

iim.dantona@lacity.org 
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Submission  1072  (Kathy  Bishop,  Wm.  S.  Hart  UHSD,  August  20,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #220  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/20/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Kathy 

Bishop 

Certified  Personnel 
Wm.  S.  Hart  UHSD 


CA 

00000 

661.259.0033  ext  278 
kbishop@hartdistrict.org 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  am  writing  this  email  to  support  the  High  Speed  Rail  alignment  directly 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  *bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley*.  Of  the  two 
alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension  alignment 
causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the  above  ground 
alignment.  I  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment  for  the  following  reasons: 
1)  Too  close  to  two  schools,  putting  over  1,000  elementary  school  children 
in  danger.  Also,  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the 
classroom.  2)  Eliminates  a  community  church.  3)  Eliminates  houses  and 
negatively  impacts  neighborhoods.  4)  Sound  impacts  would  be  negative  for 
all  residents  throughout  the  East  end  of  Santa  Clarita.  5)  Visual  impacts 
would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end  of  Santa 
Clarita.  6)  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community. 


*1  urge  you  to  support  the  Burbank  to  Palmdale  alignment,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley*. 


Kathy  Bishop 
Certificated  Personnel 
Wm.  S.  Hart  UHSD 
(661)259-0033  Ext.  278 
(661)  254-3467 -Fax 
kbishop@hartdistrict.org 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1073  (Dorothy  Black,  September  1,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #350  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/1/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Dorothy 

Last  Name  : 

Black 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11238  Osborne  St. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Lake  View  Terrace 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91342 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

dot@lvthome.org 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

>  To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

>  I  oppose  the  Bullet  Train  going  through  the  mountains.  Why  are  you 

>  taking  this  through  horse  properties  and  the  wash  area?  Hopefully, 

>  reconsider  as  it  will  wash  away  your  efforts.  The  Palmdale  route  is 

>  already  clearly  defined. 


>  Dorothy  Black 

>  11238  Osborne  St. 

>  Lake  View  Terrace,  CA  91342 

> 

'Life  isn't  about  how  to  survive  the  storm,  but  how  to  dance  in  the  rain 
Dorothy  Black 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Yes 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Submission  1074  (Clare  Blake,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1074  (Clare  Blake,  August  25,  2014) 
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CALirORNIA 

High-Speed  Boil  Authority 

700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  C A  900 12 


Mark  A.  McLoughlirt 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 


Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIRfEIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
70 D  North  Alameda  Street.  Room  3-532 


Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #528  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kat 

Blake 


Kagel  Canyon 

CA 

00000 

818  599-2610 
Katpiejno@aol.com 


No 


As  a  constituent  and  property  owner  of  this  community  I  am  voicing  my 
opinion  of  the  upcoming  planned  High  Speed  Bullet  Train  Rail  from  Palmdale 
to 

Burbank  possibly  near  or  under  my  area. 


Not  only  is  it  unsafe  geologically  due  to  earthquake  fault  lines  (San 
Andreas)  that  run  directly  in  this  area,  a  threat  to  species  of  wildlife  deemed 
protected,  also  a  concern  to  well  water  and  the  very  water  table  we  depend 
upon  and  our  artisan  creek  which  runs  year  round,  but  also  our  very 
lifestyle  in  this  rural  community. 


I  am  vehemently  against  this  preposterous  idea  and  plan.  I  say  no  to 
placing  this  rail  in  my  community. 


Kat  Blake 
818/599-2610 

Kagel  Canyon,  CA 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1076  (Martha  Blessington-Padilla,  September  5,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #730  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/8/2014 

No 

9/5/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Martha 

Blessington-Padilla 


00000 

mortybp@gmail.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  Mark  McLoughlin: 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Shadow  Hills  in  Sunland,  Ca.  since 
1972  when  my  husband  and  I  moved  here  as  newly-weds.  After  rejecting 
several  properties  throughout  the  hilly  communities  of 
Los  Angeles  for  our  new  home,  we  chose  Shadow  Hills  for  its  unique 
topography  in  the  foothills  of  the  San  Gabriel  and  Verdugo  Mountains,  to 
the  north  and  south  respectively,  and  for  its  rustic 
beauty  and  quiet,  rural  environment  as  a  unique  equestrian  community: 
"country  living  in  the  city" 

as  SHPOA,  our  Homeowners  Association,  states  in  its  motto.  As  long  as  I 
have  lived  here,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  SHPOA  has  fought  tirelessly  and 
with  dogged  determination  to  protect  and 

maintain  this  beautiful  rural  environment  that  all  our  residents  cherish. 

Now,  we  are  faced  with  an  unexpected  and  totally  unreasonable 
major  threat  to  our 

community,  residents,  domestic  animals,  wildlife  and  the  majestic  mountains 
and  native  habitat 

that  define  this  area  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley.  This  major  threat  is  to 
tunnel  and  bulldoze  a 

pathway  across  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  the 
Verdugo  Mountains 

and  the  communities  where  we  have  our  homes  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank 
for 

the  HSR.  Frankly, 

I  am  appalled  that  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  and  Supervisor 
Mike  Antonovich 

would  even  briefly  entertain  this  idea. 

As  we  have  been  informed  by  SHPOA,  an  original  plan  for  this 
project  following  the 

14FWY  and  5FWY  from  Palmdale  through  Santa  Clarita  and  Acton  to  San 
Fernando  and  on  to 

Burbank  has  already  been  carefully  studied  in  all  aspects.  This  route  would 
follow  an  already 

established  corridor  along  the  Freeways  mentioned  which  certainly  seems  the 
most  logical  and  easily  accessible  construction  plan.  Further,  we 
understand  that  Supervisor  Antonovich  then 
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and  late  in  the  process  presented  this  alternate  plan.  However,  though  we 
are  part  of  his 

constituents,  we  did  not  know  of  this  until  the  last  minute.  He  had  already 
considered  the 

opinions  of  the  residents  of  Santa  Clarita,  Acton  and  communities  along  the 
original  corridor, 

but  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace,  Sunland,  Sun  Valley,  La  Tuna  Canyon 
and  Tujunga 

were  denied  this  courtesy  and  fair  democratic  consideration  to  express  our 
opinions. 

Officers  of  SHPOA,  Dave  DePinto  and  William  Eich,  have 
presented  a  detailed  letter  to  the  Ca  HSR  Authority  and  other  relevant 
officials  citing  32  specific  points  to  be  seriously  considered  with 
emphasis  on  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  potentially  affected 
areas  which  are  significant  issues  for  all  Shadow  Hills  residents  and  which 
I  concur  with. 

Having  a  graduate  degree  in  Physical  Anthropology  and 
Archaeology  as  well  as  being  a  Registered  Nurse,  I  can  give  my  personal 
perspective  on  several  of  the  points  in  which  Mr.  DePinto  and  Mr.  Eich 
address  the  fault  lines  in  the  involved  areas  and  the  impact  on  Native 
American  Tribes. 

Firstly,  in  1990,  during  a  geology  field  trip,  my 
professor  took  my  class  to  an  area  of  the  San  Andrea  Fault  just  north  of 
the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  and  due  north  of  Shadow  Hills.  Here, 
he  encouraged  each  student  to  touch  a  fracture  line.  Needless  to  say,  I  was 
very  impressed  that  this  major  area  of  tectonic  activity  is  not  that  far 
from  my  home.  This  area  of  the  San  Andreas 
Fault,  a  variety  of  strike/slip  fault,  runs  from  south  east  to  north  west 
where  the  margins  of  the  Pacific  Plate  and  North  American  Plate  slip  past 
each  other.  Los  Angeles  is  on  the  Pacific  Plate 

and  slowly  moving  north.  However,  that's  not  all  the  story.  Another  long 
fault,  the  San  Gabriel  Fault  runs  from  southeast  to  northwest  following  the 
southern  boundary  of  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  and  Angeles  Forest  where  it 
joins  the  San  Andreas  Fault.  Therefore,  two  major  fault  zones  circumscribe 
the  San  Gabriel  Mts.  and  Angeles  National  Forest.  By  contrast,  the  San 
Fernando  Fault  is  much  smaller.  Does  the  Ca.  HSR  Authority  really  want  to 
"tinker  with"  and  possibly  disturb  nature  to  this  degree? 

Secondly,  I  am  concerned  for  the  cultural  and 
historical  rights  of  the  present  Native  American  descendants  of  tribes  in 
the  area:  the  Siletz,  Gabrieleno/Tongas,  the  Chumash,  the 
Fernandeno/Tatavian,  the  Kitanemuk  and  the  Serrano.  These  peoples  are 
seeking  to  preserve  their  cultural  dignity,  to  respect  their  sacred 
customs  and  to  protect  their  tribal  lands  such  as 

the  mountain  ranges  and  national  forest  mentioned  above.  Because  of  ARPA, 
the  Archaeological  Resources  Protection  Act,  and  NAGRA,  the  Native 
American  Graves  Protection  and  Repatriation  Act  (1990),  these  areas  would 
require  an  archaeological  assessment  for  any  impact  on  the  tribes 
involved. 

Considering  all  the  important  points  presented  by  the 
SHPOA  Officers  and  the  points  I  presented  and  joining  with  all  the 
residents  negatively  impacted  by  this  alternate  corridor  for  the  HSR,  I 
implore  you  to  follow  logic  and  sound  reasoning  and  discard  the  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  route  across  and  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  and  Angeles 
National  Forest,  through  Shadow  Hills  and  nearby  communities  to  Burbank. 

Thank  you.  Sincerely,  Martha 
Blessington-Padilla,  R.N.,  M.A. 

mortybp@gmail.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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:  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 

I  live  in  Shadow  Hills  and  I  oppose  the  Authority  moving  forward  with  the 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Alternative  Corridor  proposal  through  Shadow  Hills.  The 
many  negative  impacts  completely  outweigh  any  advantages.  This  project,  no 
matter  how  it  is  accomplished,  will  have  a  negative  impact  on  property  values, 
cause  damage  to  fragile  wildlife,  damage  the  unique  lifestyle  of  this 
community,  increase  noise  and  pollution  as  well  as  erode  the  beauty  and 
recreational  value  of  the  areas  hiking  and  equestrian  trails.  I  cannot  see  how 
this  can  possibly  be  completed  without  the  community,  the  environment  and 
the  local  businesses  all  being  losers  in  this  endeavor. 

I  am  very  angry  that  our  community  has  not  been  given  specific  information 
about  this  proposal  and  that  the  high-speed  rail  plan  is  being  pushed  through 
by  California  leadership.  The  brochure  we  received  and  the  scoping  meetings 
provided  very  little  information  about  what  is  being  proposed.  A  realistic 
assessment  of  how  such  a  major  disruption  to  this  area  will  impact  the 
diverse  wildlife  and  plant  life,  including  the  number  of  endangered,  threatened 
and  sensitive  species  of  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  is  required.  We  need  real 
information  about  the  route  as  well  as  a  realistic  study  completed  on  the 
impact  on  traffic,  the  area  homes  and  businesses  and  on  the  environment 
during  and  after  construction. 

There  is  one  major  road  through  Shadow  Hills,  Sunland  Blvd.  It  is  used  by 
commuters  using  the  210  freeway  to  enter  into  the  valley  and  is  our  ONLY 
way  out  from  our  home.  How  can  this  corridor  be  completed  without  having  a 
significant  impact  on  my  family’s  and  my  neighbor’s  ability  to  get  to  work? 

I  do  not  believe  this  system  is  real  solution  to  any  of  California’s  problems.  As 
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an  LA  resident  all  my  life  and  as  a  commuter  who  has  used  the  local  light  rail 
for  several  commutes,  I  know  how  unrealistic  it  is  that  the  system  will  provide 
true  solutions  to  LA’s  transportation  needs.  Out  of  the  three  public 
transportation  commutes  I  took,  only  one  was  time  effective  -  this  was  the  one 
I  took  to  downtown  LA.  Other  routes,  not  direct  and  starting  or  ending  at  the 
downtown  hub,  are  most  often  difficult  due  to  the  many  transfers  required  to 
travel  throughout  LA.  Even  if  a  commuter  can  take  a  high-speed  leg,  these 
transfers  and  waits  between  transfer  will  still  be  required  due  to  the  layout  of 
Los  Angeles.  Also, 

*  High-speed  rail  would  be  used  for  a  very  small  number  of  commutes 
because  people  aren’t  traveling  that  far  around  LA. 

*  Even  for  longer  commutes  from  counties  neighboring  LA  county,  many 
people  drive  instead  of  use  rail  out  of  practical  necessity,  not  preference. 

Their  commitments  outside  of  work  (such  as  the  location  of  child  care)  require 
it. 

*  Very,  very  few  frequent  flyers  to  San  Jose  and  SFO  can  add  over  2  hours  to 
their  travel  time  when  they  have  packed  schedules  with  commitments  of 
meetings  up  north  and  families  to  return  home  to.  Four  hours  added  to  a  trip 
make  a  day  trip,  which  is  common,  impossible.  Their  companies  pay  for  their 
travel  and  often  expect  them  to  put  in  more  than  8  hours  at  work  on  these 
trips.  These  commuters’  families  have  face-time  expectations  of  them. 

I  work  in  the  professional  tech  industry  and  my  husband  works  in 
entertainment.  I  am  sure  that  these  LA  realities  mean  that  the  high-speed  rail 
will  have  low  ridership  by  LA  residents  and  will  have  little  advantage  to  our 
city.  The  advantages  will  be  even  lower  in  the  future.  With  Tesla  releasing  all 
its  patent,  higher  distance  electric  cars  will  become  cheaper  and  more 
feasible  for  people.  These  vehicles  will  be  common  if  not  the  majority  of 
vehicles  by  the  time  the  system  is  complete.  Electric  cars  will  be  the  choice  of 
both  environmentally  and  budget  conscious  commuters  in  LA.  I  am  absolutely 
sure  they  will  not  switch  to  rail.  I  don’t  see  where  the  ridership  will  come  from 
and  how  the  system  can  possibly  contribute  to  a  cleaner  environment.  So  I 
ask,  how  can  our  community  be  asked  to  sacrifice  so  much  for  such  little 
benefit? 

I  believe  that  due  to  the  residential  and  the  sensitive  environmental  obstacles 
of  this  area,  the  costs  and  impact  studies  will  show  that  the  proposed  area  is 
infeasible  for  the  corridor.  Please  prioritize  the  study  of  these  impacts  and 
include  the  Shadow  Hills  community  in  an  open,  honest  and  timely  dialog  on 
this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Jacquie  Bleth 


10426  Ormond  Street 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
(818)  771-1053 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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CA 

00000 

amarilla.blondia@gmail.com 


I  am  writing  this  letter  in  STRONG  opposition  of  a  bullet  train  being  built  from 
Burbank  to  Palmdale  with  the  currently  proposed  route  through  Angeles 
National  Forest. 


My  reasons  for  this  are: 

1)  This  route  would  disrupt  significant  water  resources  and  natural  springs, 

2)  This  project  would  severely  disrupt  one  of  few  remaining  travel  corridors 
and  habitats  for  wildlife, 

3)  This  route  would  cross  several  active  earthquake  fault  systems, 

4)  This  route  would  pass  through  several  residential  communities  requiring 
plan  amendments  to  Land  Use, 

5)  This  area  is  a  resource  to  tens  of  thousands  LA  residents  who  come  to 
enjoy  healthy  recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  biking,  and  horseback 
riding, 

6)  This  area  is  a  flood  plane  with  history  of  severe  flooding, 

7)  This  area  has  many  endangered  species  of  fauna  and  flora,  including 
Slenderhorned  Spine  Flower  and  Santa  Ana  Sucker, 

8)  This  area  has  an  unstable  geology  with  known  areas  subject  to 
liquefaction, 

9)  It  is  inequitable  to  route  a  project  through  a  less  economically  affluent  area 
to  the  sole  benefit  of  more  affluent  communities, 

10)  A  prior  Metrolink  study  found  a  route  through  the  mountains  to  be  10 
times  more  costly. 

As  a  resident  of  Los  Angeles  that  encourages  and  supports  public 
transportation  development  in  the  city  this  rail  line  looked  to  be  a  great  thing 
for  Los  Angeles.  Looking  at  how  this  has  developed  I  have  completely 
changed  my  opinion  because  of  this  proposed  route.  Having  several  friends 
in  the  train  community,  including  engineers,  safety  inspectors,  and  others  that 
absolutely  know  what  it  takes  to  complete  this  project,  many  current  and 
former  metro  link  and  BNSF  employees,  I  have  reached  out  to  them  to  look  at 
the  various  proposals  for  this  project.  All  of  them  unanimously  agree  that  this 
is  the  worst  possible  route  for  this  line  based  on  the  logistics,  costs,  and  risks 
associated  with  going  through  Lake  View  Terrace  and  the  Angeles  National 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijgiapqrtJiiKm 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-196 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1078  (Amarilla  Blondia,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


Forest.  If  individuals  that  build,  operate,  and  maintain  train  lines  come  to  this 
conclusion  I  don’t  see  how  the  city  council  and  project  leaders  can  come  to 
the  opposite  conclusion-destroying  one  of  the  most  pristine  areas  we  have 
left  in  when  the  other  proposed  route  (around  the  current  Palmdale-LA  route) 
is  more  economical  and  safer.  An  engineer  for  Metrolink  even  commented 
that  upgrading  the  current  line  could  increase  the  availability  of  service  and 
speed  to  the  Palmdale  area  without  building  an  entirely  new  line. 

As  a  horse  owner  who  enjoys  the  peaceful  wildlife  that  we  are  so  lucky  to 
have  in  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreation  Area;  an  area  that  is  protected  and 
whose  residents  continually  fight  for  it's  future  and  work  daily  to  ensure  it  is 
maintained  and  safe  for  all  who  are  passionate  about  the  area,  I  cannot  sit 
idly  and  watch  plans  to  detract  from  one  of  our  precious  few  open  spaces  in 
Los  Angeles  county. 

Hansen  Dam  and  the  Angeles  National  Forest  is  part  of  what  makes  our 
valley  great! 


Sincerely, 

Amarilla  Blondia 

San  Fernando  Valley  Resident 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

I  am  writing  this  letter  in  OPPOSITION  to  the  high  speed  rail  line  proposed  to 
run  through  my  community  of  Shadow  Hills  (Sunland-Tujunga).  This  project 
will  directly  and  permanently  negatively  impact  our  community.  Our  area  is 
committed  to  keep  its  natural  and  rural  area  intact.  As  a  result,  It  is  one  of  the 
last  areas  in  Los  Angeles  where  people  can  enjoy  the  outdoors,  ride  and  own 
horses,  safely  bicycle,  and  hike. 

THE  HSR  WILL  DESTROY  OUR  NEIGHBORHOODS! 

First  of  all,  the  map  for  the  proposed  HSR  is  vague.  500  square  miles  of 
impact  is  ridiculous. 

Secondly,  the  Palmdale  commuters  who  work  in  the  SF  Valley  chose  to  live  in 
Palmdale.  They  knew  that  their  commute  would  be  long  yet  they  moved 
there  anyway,  presumably  because  the  properties  are  a  lot  cheaper  than  in 
the  Valley.  It  is  simply  NOT  FAIR  to  have  the  neighborhoods  in  and  near  the 
path  of  this  high  speed  rail  to  sacrifice  our  properties,  our  property  values,  our 
quiet  lifestyle,  and  our  community  so  that  Palmdale  commuters  will  have  a  15 
commute  to  work. 

Thirdly,  derailment  and  accidents  are  real  possibilities.  A  high  speed 
derailment  is  a  real  and  deadly  possibility — much  more  dangerous  than  a 
regular  commuter  trail  derailment  and  the  proposed  route  is  densely 
populated. 

The  amount  of  damage  this  project  will  do  is  immense  and  terminal. 
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1.  Shadow  Hills/Big  Tujunga  Wash  cannot  even  be  considered  for  a  moment 
as  a  alternative  line.  It  would  run  through  the  middle  of  residential  and 
sensitive  wildlife  environments. 

2.  The  lines  should  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas  instead.  This 
will  mitigate  any  devastation  to  wildlife  and  homeowners  (many  of  whom  have 
horses  and  outdoor  pets).  We  have  worked  too  hard  to  have  our 
neighborhoods  destroyed.  Do  not  forget  the  proposed  710  extension  through 
Pasadena  fiasco  (a  very  costly  and  permanent  mistake). 

3.  The  cost  to  raze  residential  neighborhoods  is  infeasible  and  expensive. 

4.  The  state,  county  and  city  will  lose  millions  of  dollars  permanently  due  to 
the  decline  in  property  values  of  the  impacted  homes  in  and  around  the  path 
of  the  HSR.  Our  area  is  desirable  and  property  values  reflect  this. 

5.  Wildlife  will  be  destroyed  due  to  noise,  pollution  and  loss  of  habitat. 

ALTERNATIVE: 

I  strongly  urge  you  to  use  the  ORIGINAL  Route  14  and  5 — these  are  far 
superior  and  will  not  destroy  communities,  neighborhoods,  residents’  lives 
and  their  pets’  lives.  Its  path,  running  right  alongside  existing  freeways, 
makes  a  lot  more  sense  than  cutting  through  our  community.  Running  the 
HSR  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills  is  a  bad,  bad 
idea — both  on  a  environmental  level  and  a  fiscal  level. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Cindy  Bloom 
9800  la  Canada  Way 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
818-445-5602 

PS:  Personally,  I  think  the  whole  HSR  is  a  boondoggle.  I’d  rather  have  the 
money  spent  on  desalination  plants. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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From:  Cindy  Bloom  cbloom57@ca.rr.com 

Subject:  HRS  -  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  (oppose  route  through  Sunloiid-Tujunga) -ADDENDUM 
Date:  September  6,  2014  al  8:45  PM 
To:  palmdaJle_buiiKirik@hsr.ca.gov 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  C A  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

Last  week,  I  wrote  an  email  to  you  regarding  my  opposition  to  the  HSR  route  through  Sunland,  Tujunga, 
Shadow  Hills,  etc.  My  concerns  in  that  email  were  about  property  values,  fear  of  losing  my  property,  and 
how  it  would  irrevocably  our  community.  As  you  probably  are  aware  by  now,  our  community  is  zoned  for 
horse- keeping  and  we  are  committed  to  maintaining  our  rural  environment.  One  item  I  failed  to  mention  in 
my  previous  email  was  that  it  is  impossible  for  people  with  horses  to  just  pack  and  move  to  a  similar 
neighborhood  in  the  event  that  their  property  is  seized  for  the  HSR  because  Shadow  Hills  is  one  of  the  last 
horse- keeping  areas  around.  There  is  nowhere  for  them  to  relocate  (and  some  residents  operate 
professional  ranches  so  their  livelihood  would  also  be  lost  along  with  their  personal  property).  Also,  the 
noise  and  dirt  from  construction  would  jeopardize  the  health  of  our  animals. 

This  email  is  to  further  my  opposition  to  the  Suniand-Tujunga-Shadow  Hills-La  Tuna  Canyon  (S-T-SH-LTC) 
route  —  supported  not  by  'lee lings”  but  instead  by  history  and  by  hard  facts.  These  facts  were  set  forth  in  a 
letter  to  you  dated  August  29,  2014  from  the  Shadow  Hills  Property  Owners  Association.  I  took  this  letter 
and  turned  most  of  it  into  an  easy-to-read  matrix  which  makes  it  crystal  clear  that  the  14/5  Route  is  the 
ONLY  option: 


Issue 

14/ 5  Route 

S-T-SH-LTC 

Route 

Existing  transportation  corridor 

Yes 

No 

Earthquake  fault  (San  Fernando  Earthquake  Fault)  in  proposed:  area 

No 

Yes 

Interference  and/or  destruction  of  water  tables  and  natural  springs 
that  supply  drinking  water  to  LA 

No 

Yes 

Destruction  of  endangered  species  (Santa  Ana  Sucker, 

Slenderhorned  Spine,  Least  Bells  Vinreo  and  Cactus  Wren) 

No 

Yes 

Encroachment  of  the  Mitigation  Bank  (operated  by  LA  County  Dept, 
of  Public  Works) 

No 

Yes 

Probable  damage  to  Hansen  Dam 

No 

Yes 

Tunneling  through  Tujunga  Wash:  Strong  possibility  of  dewatering 
(water  having  to  be  pumped,  resulting  in  surface  water  and  natural 
springs  evaporating),  leading  to  loss  of  endangered  plants  & 
animals.  Refer  to  Runyon  Canyon  disaster  during  Metro  Rail 
tunneling 

No 

Yes 

Likelihood  of  puncturing  of  additional  earthquake  fault  line  which 
would  allow  high  nitrate  septic  water  into  pristine  LA  drinking  water 
(currently,  the  two  sources  are  separated  with  the  high  nitrate  source 
shut  down) 

No 

Yes 

Extensive  tunneling  required  (unknown  and  known  risks  include 
additional  earthquake  faults,  oil/gas  deposits,  subsurface  water, 
environmental  concerns) 

No 

Yes 

Additional  and  expensive  earthquake  fault  mapping  required  if 
tunneling  is  done 

No 

Yes 
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Extensive  dewatering  (a  precious  and  scarce  resource  would  be 
wasted,  resulting  in  loss  ot  drinking  water,  and  water  for 
plants/animals)  required  in  order  to  perform  tunneling 

No 

Yes 

Negative  impact  of  natural  spring  water  and  streams  in  Tujunga 

Pond,  LA  National  Forest  and  Verdugo  Mountains 

No 

Yes 

Negative  impact  from  tunnelling  to  nearby  structures  (Hollywood 

Walk  ot  Fame  was  damaged  during  tunneling  in  Hollywood) 

N/A 

Yes 

Termination  of  proposed  Federal  projects  (Angeles  National  Forest 
Recreation  Area  and  Rem  of  Valley  Trail) 

No 

Yes 

Extreme  expense  and  unknown  obstacles  if  tunneling  were  done 
through  proposed  Tujunga  path 

No 

Yes 

Cost  of  property  seizures,  both  in  acquisition  and  litigation  expense. 
14/5  route  rights  of  way  already  exist;  other  route  does  not  and 
would  require  exercise  of  imminent  domain  for  over  600  acres  of 
private  properties! 

Rights-of-way 
already  exist 

Not  feasible 
and  $$$$ 

Condemnation  of  land  preservation  space  available  for  public 
enjoyment  (Fond  Land  Preservation) 

No 

Yes 

Periodic,  destructive  flooding.  In  1969  and  1978,  floods  destroyed 
everything  in  their  path  in  Tujunga  Wash.  Tunneling  is  risky  due  to 
impact  ot  underground  water  tables  and  an  above-ground  route  is 
risky  due  to  flooding  concerns. 

N/A 

Makes 
above¬ 
ground  also 
infeasible 

Existence  of  Native  American  burial  grounds 

No 

Yes 

Existence  of  un relocatable  high  power  lines 

No 

Yes 

Destruction  of  Scenic  Corridor  Plan 

No 

Yes 

Destruction  of  one  ot  the  last  horse  communities  in  LA 

No 

Yes 

Negative  impact  on  Hansen  Dam  Recreational  Area  (equestrian, 
athletics,  swimming,  fishing,  baseball,  soccer,  picnic  grounds) 

No 

Yes 

II  you  think  tunneling  is  not  destructive  to  the  area  above  construction,  please  look  at  these  photos  of  actual 
subway  construction  in  NY: 
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Based  on  the  foregoing,  I  strongly  urge  that  if  the  HSR  Palmdale  to  Burbank  leg  goes  forward,  that  the  14/5 
route  be  the  approved  route.  It  is  an  already  established  transportation  corridor  and  is  the  path  of  least 
resistance,  both  in  environmental  and  fiscal  terms. 

Respectfully, 

Cindy  Bloom 

9800  La  Canada  Way 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 

8 1 8-352-2320  (home )  B 1 B-445-5602  (cell) 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities,  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Bruce  &  Donna  Blowey 
23768  Aspen  Meadow  Ct 
Valencia,  CA  91354 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #847  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/15/2014 

No 

9/11/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Joshua 

Bogage 


CA 

00000 

joshuabogage@gmail.com 


No 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin 


As  a  close  friend  of  a  long  time  resident  of  Acton  as  well  as  a  resident  of  LA  , 
I  am  writing  to  express  my  reservations  regarding  the  planned  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  project. 


Construction  will  present  enviormental  hazards,  including  an  increase  of 
particulates  in  the  air,  a  major  cause  of  Valley  Fever.  A  member  of  their  family 
contracted  Valley  Fever  years  ago  and  almost  died;  the  proposed  HSR  routes 
would  literally  putting  their  lives  at  risk. 


Both  their  wells  underground  aquifier  systems  will  be  negatively  impacted  and 
in  some  cases  destroyed. 

Noise  and  vibration  pollution  will  have  a  detrimental  affect  on  pets  and 
wildlife. 


They  are  in  an  area  with  known  earthquake  faults,  construction  of  the  HSR 
can  cause  further  instability. 

The  High  Spped  Rail  Project  offers  no  benefit  or  upside  to  the  community  of 
Acton.  Property  values  are  going  to  be  drastically  lowered,  causing  financial 
ruin  for  many  and  even  further  degrading  our  quality  of  life. 

WHY  ISN'T  THE  ALTERNATIVE  CORRIDOR  THROUGH  THE  ANGELES 
NATIONAL  FOREST  BEING  ACTIVELY  PURSUED?  It  is  shorter,  more 
direct,  and  less  expensive  than  any  of  the  proposed  routes  that  would 
decimate  our  community.  WHO  IS  INSISTING  THE  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL 
COME  THOUGH  ACTON,  AND  WHY? 

I  do  not  know  who  planned  or  passed  these  proposed  routes,  but  I  am  sure 
they  do  not  live  in  Acton  or  Aqua  Dulce.  If  the  proposed  routes  went  through 
their  homes,  devalued  their  properties,  destroyed  their  community  and  put 
their  lives  at  risk,  I'm  sure  they  would  be  open  to  exploring  other  options. 

I  strongly  oppose  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  routes  through  Acton. 
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Yours  Truly, 

Joshua  Bogage 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  SR  14,  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 

Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 

Non-Environmental  Issues  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #291  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
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Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 
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Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Marguerite 

Bogosian 


CA 

00000 

bogo1234@att.net 


No 

August  26,  2014 


Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County. 

Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts 
our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale. The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings. The  proposal 
has  already 

triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. I  also 
want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned 
route  as  away  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real 
estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that, 
a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those  communities 
as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station 

and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly, 
more 

environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 

the  San  Fernando  Valley.The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 


Marguerite  Bogosian 
Cc: 

CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Need  PI  response  :  No 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Status  : 

Record  Date  : 
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Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
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Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Dianna 

Boone 


Santa  Clarita 

CA 

00000 

daveb21 1@sbcglobal.net 


Hello, 

I  know  it  is  challenging  for  a  direct  route  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank,  but  it  is 
vitally  imperative  that  it  goes  the  direct  route.  We  already  have  a  mine  at  our 
backdoor,  and  a  megamine  approved  for  exponential  expansion.  We  do  not 
need  a  high  speed  train  running  adjacent  to  our  schools  and  homes,  with  NO 
access  to  the  train!  All  the  pain  without  a  benefit!  PLEASE  MAKE  HSR  A 
DIRECT  ROUTE  FROM  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK!! 

Dianna  Boone 

resident  of  Santa  Clarita,  in  Sand  Canyon 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #841  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/11/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Cile 

Last  Name  : 

Borman 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11453  Alberni  Avenue 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Lake  View  Terrace 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91342 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

TPunch1@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
ATTN.:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alamada  Street,  Room  3-532 
LA,  CA  90012 

(Email:  _palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov_ 
(mailto:palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov) ) 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern; 

My  name  is  Cile  Borman,  I  have  been  a  resident  at  11453  Alberni  Ave,  Lake 
View  Terrace,  Ca  91342-6902  since  November  of  1985. 

The  stress  of  another  action  by  elected  officials  who  have  no  personal 
care  for  my  opinion  or  well  being  and  that  can  effect  my  life  far  beyond  my 
control  is  devastating.  When  the  High  Speed  Rail  concept  was  presented  to 
me 

at  a  Lake  View  Terrace  Improvement  Association  general  meeting  back  in 
2010,  the  plans  along  and  existing  public  transportation  route  seemed  like 
the 

reasonable  concept. 

Now  four  years  later  these  plans  have  been  discarded  in  favor  of 
intentionally  endangering  the  physical  characteristics  of  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  it's  wildlife  and  the  immediate  communities  surrounding  the  Hansen 
Dam 

and  the  Tujunga  Wash,  with  no  real  regard  to  the  liquid  faction 
characteristics  of  the  soil  or  the  fact  that  in  case  of  floods  Hansen  Dam  helps 
to 

protects  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  from  floods.  What  would  happen  to  the 
underground  tunnels  for  the  train  in  case  of  flooding? 

In  other  countries  "the  powers  that  be"  can  choose  to  relocate  whole  towns 
and  cities  full  of  people,  without  any  recourse  or  warning  and  demand  that 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-211 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1085  (Cile  Borman,  September  11,  2014)  -  Continued 


they  leave  or  risk  not  only  losing  their  property  but  also  their  lives. 
Governor  Brown,  other  politicians  and  the  planners  of  this  project  owes  it 
to  myself  and  all  other  Stakeholders  to  not  paint  this  horrible  picture  as 
to  where  our  country  is  heading. 

A  Frighten  Stakeholder, 

Cile  Borman 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 
Non-Environmental  Issues  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Status  : 
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Email  : 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Sirs, 

I  am  a  resident  of  Shadow  Hills  for  the  past  6  years. 


I  must  object  in  the  strongest  terms  to  the  rash  and  irresponsible  way  in 
which  the  HSR  Authority  has  chosen  to  throw  the  entire  Shadow  Hills 
community  under  the  bus  /  train.  The  big  yellow  swath  on  the  HSR 
Authority’s  maps  has  instantly  devalued  all  our  properties  and  we  cannot 
sell  without  disclosing  this  foolhardy  plan  to  potential  buyers  and  without 
losing  at  least  20%  of  the  value  of  our  property. 


Most  of  us  live  in  this  community  because  we  want  and  need  the  sense  of 
country  living  we  derive  from  the  area.  Most  of  us  have  fled  typical 
suburbia  because  we  feel  claustrophobic  in  the  typical  suburbs  of  the  city. 

We  love  our  horses  and  other  animals  as  well  as  the  wilderness  areas  on  our 
doorstep  and  the  freedom  to  ride,  hike  and  cycle  in  the  wilderness  areas 
that  surround  us.  We  furthermore  enjoy  watching  the  mountain  lions, 
coyotes,  bears  and  all  sorts  of  smaller  critters  that  move  through  our  area 
on  a  regular  basis. 


Now  you  want  to  take  this  all  away  by  bringing  your  damned  train  right 
through  our  community.  It  does  not  matter  where  you  put  the  train  through 
Shadow  Hills,  it  will  totally  destroy  everything  we  have  bought  into  this 
unique  area  for. 


The  line  will  cut  the  migratory  routes  of  the  wildlife.  It  will  cut  us  off 
from  the  areas  in  which  we  recreate.  The  noise  and  vibration  will  be  a 
constant  irritation.  (Sound  proofing  houses  does  not  help  -  we  are  outdoors 
people  and  want  o  be  out  of  doors  and  when  inside  want  our  windows  open. 


Those  in  the  immediate  path  of  the  train  may  be  luckier  as  they  may  just 
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get  enough  for  their  houses  to  make  a  down  payment  on  something 
elsewhere 

but  the  rest  of  us  (several  thousand  people)  will  have  to  live  with  the 
devaluation  of  our  properties  and  the  stripping  of  everything  we  hold  dear. 

Please  reconsider.  This  may  be  your  toy  and  grand  dream,  but  this  is  our 
lives  you  are  playing  with. 


Anton  and  Ina  Bosch 
11021  Allegheny  St 
Shadow  Hills,  91352 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


818  823  8588 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 


name:  Loren  Bowers 


DATE:  8/29/14 


M  EETING  LOCATION:  Acton,  CA 


affiliation:  Citizen  of  Acton  /  Agua  Duke,  California 


ADDRESS:  34040  Garstang  Rd.,  PO  Box  208 


email:  loren.bowersl9(g> vahoo.com 


PHONE:  661-974-3598 


CITY:  Acton 


STATE:  CA 


ZIP:  93510 


WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?*  (Check  all  that  apply) 
*NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 


O  STATEWIDE  O  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 
O  BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES 


PLEASE  USTTHE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALM  DALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT 
LEVEL  ENVIRONM  ENTAL  DOCUM  ENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

I  am  extremely  concerned  that  any  of  the  existing  three  CA  HSRA  Palmdale  to  Burbank  routes  (two  up  the  14  Freeway 
corridor,  and  a  new  one  through  the  Soledad  Canyon  Corridor)  will  all  go  right  through  the  heart  of  our  160  year  old 
town  with  clearly  devastating  negative  impacts  on  quality  of  life  for  our  over  11,000  full  time  residents  the  value  and 
possibly  the  existence  of  over  4,000  homes,  several  schools,  the  environment,  the  watershed  and  more.  All  three  would 
clearly  ruin  Acton  /  Agua  Dulce  during  construction  and  after.  The  tranquil  lifestyle  here  is  what  enticed  people  to  move 
to  Acton  to  get  away  from  the  hectic  city  life,  and  our  community  has  worked  very  hard  for  decades,  along  with  the 
support  of  County  Supervisor  Antonovich,  to  craft  and  maintain  a  special  quiet  small  town  county  lifestyle  with  the 
added  value  of  a  Downtown  Park  Area,  a  new  Library,  a  new  High  School,  a  new  Elementary  School,  a  Community  Club 
with  many  social  events,  the  Vasquez  Rocks  park  and  more.  Our  town  is  quiet,  clean,  with  clear  mountain  air,  beautiful 
sunrises  and  sunsets,  stars  at  night,  lots  of  pet  owners,  and  horse-riders  on  quiet  trails.  M  any  commute  to  the  city  (30 
mins  to  Valley  by  14  &  Soledad  Canyon).  The  recently  identified  "Soledad  Canyon  Corridor"  is  right  on  the  Santa  Clara 
River  -  a  rare  natural  river  watershed  in  Southern  California  (and  one  of  the  last  "natural  rivers"  in  LA  County  with  no 
cement  or  man-made  additions)  with  continuous  fresh  water  that  recharges  ancient  aquifers  (during  the  worst  drought 
in  California  history),  supplying  thousands  of  homeowners'  wells  (so  homeowners  don't  need  to  buy  rare  LA  County 
water),  and  farmers  for  70  miles  from  Acton  to  Ventura,  CA.  as  well  as  wild  rare  &  protected  plant  &  animal  life 
including  the  great  Basin  sage,  Stickleback  fish,  Steelhead,  Red-legged  frog,  Arroyo  toad,  Willow  flycatcher,  Condor, 
Quail,  Roadrunner,  Herron,  Hawk,  Falcon,  Eagle,  Owl,  Raven,  Tortoise,  Squirrel,  Kangaroo  rat,  White  tailed  deer,  Fox, 
Coyote,  M  ountain  lion,  Black  bear  &  more  depend  on  River  (several  wildlife  preserves  including  Shambala).  The  area 
also  includes  many  Chumash  Native  America  burial  sites,  ancestral  remains,  sacred  places  &  natural  cultural  resources 
essential  to  Chumash  heritage.  J  ust  the  public  announcement  alone  that  these  3  routes  are  possibly  going  through 
Acton  /  Agua  Dulce  is  already  reducing  the  appraised  value  of  our  property,  and  when  and  if  a  route  is  selected  our 
property  values  will  likely  collapse,  and  our  160  year  old  town  itself  will  certainly  be  ruined  forever. 

In  two  most  recent  CA  HSRA  public  meetings  in  Acton  on  J  uly  30,  2014  and  August  11,  2014,  overflow  crowds  of  over 
200  citizens  got  hours  of  canned  speeches  from  HSRA  reps  allowing  few  questions  that  were  prepared  ahead  of  the 
meeting  with  "canned"  answers  that  were  not  very  revealing  to  us  as  to  what  the  future  possibilities  regarding  timing 
and  milestones  such  as  environmental  impact  studies,  route  selection,  ground-breaking  of  construction,  eminent 
domain  destruction  and  takeover  of  our  homes.  At  the  end  of  the  first  meeting  we  finally  had  a  chance  to  ask  a  few  live 
questions  mostly  related  to  the  above  concerns,  and  asking  for  milestones,  timing  of  steps  and  so  on  we  only  got 
answers  of  "we  don't  know"  -  the  entire  audience  yelled  NO  TRAIN!  When  pushed  for  an  answer  about  what  type  of 
train  would  be  coming  through  Acton  /  Agua  Dulce,  CA  HSRA  reps  positioned  the  "Bullet  Train"  as  "Electric".  When  the 
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audience  requested  further  clarification  several  times,  M  s.  Boehm  finally  admitted  it  will  be  a  "Diesel-Electric"  train 
(though  a  vendor  has  not  been  selected),  which  is  no  different  than  any  diesel  freight  train  in  America  since  the  steam 
engine.  It  will  have  a  diesel  power  plant  that  generates  power  to  drive  an  electric  engine  which  will  deliver  higher 
torque  power  to  the  axels  so  it  can  climb  hills  better  than  a  diesel  train  without  a  secondary  electric  motor.  M  aybe  a 
newer  diesel  electric  design  could  have  less  pollution  than  older  ones,  but  it  is  NOT  purely  "electric"  train  and  will  be 
emitting  noxious  airborne  diesel  pollutants.  The  planned  location  of  the  Palmdale  Station  is  almost  directly  on  top  of 
the  San  Andreas  earthquake  fault  and  the  train  itself  could  run  along  or  across  the  fault  line  with  potentially  deadly 
results.  The  HSRA  reps  kept  repeating  "this  is  good  for  California",  but  the  audience  demanded  to  know  how  it  was 
good  for  those  of  us  who  are  only  negatively  affected  like  citizens  of  Acton  /  Agua  Dulce.  The  route  does  not  even  plan 
to  have  a  stop  in  our  town,  it  would  just  blow  through  at  high  speed  and  volume  from  Palmdale  all  the  way  to  Burbank 
without  a  single  stop. 

We  are  very  concerned  about  the  HSRA  bullet  train's  possible  impact  on  our  town's  environment  including  Aesthetic 
and  Visual  Quality,  Agricultural,  Farmland  and  Forest  Land,  Air  Quality  and  Global  Climate  Change,  Biological  Resources 
and  Wetlands,  Cultural  Resources,  Cumulative  Impacts,  Electromagnetic  Interference/ Fields  (EM  1/ EM  F),  Geology,  Soils, 
Seismic  and  Paleontology,  Hazardous  M  aterials  and  Wastes,  Hydrology  and  Water  Resources,  Station  Planning,  Land 
Use  and  Development,  Noise  and  Vibration,  Parks  Recreations  and  Open  Space,  Public  Utilities  and  Energy,  Regional 
Growth,  Safety  and  Security,  Socioeconomics  and  Communities,  Environmental  Justice,  Transportation,  Section  4(f)  and 
Section  6(f)  Evaluations,  Environmental  Impact  Report,  $3.5B  funding  shortfall,  degrading  voter  support.  I  also  believe 
this  project  would  violate  several  national  environmental  Acts  including  the  Clean  Water  Act,  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  and  National  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

Though  I  am  opposed  to  the  entire  route  of  the  train  and  think  the  project  should  be  cancelled,  if  it  is  to  happen  and  a 
route  needs  to  be  chosen  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  options  other  than  the  three  current  ones  should  be  considered 
(there  must  be  many  alternatives).  During  the  J  uly  30,  2014  meeting  in  Acton  Los  Angeles  County  5th  District  Deputy 
Supervisor  M  ichael  Cano  said  to  the  agitated  audience,  MWe  hear  your  anger".,  "we  want  to  see  a  larger  SLUG"  referring 
to  the  shape  of  the  proposed  3rd  route  through  the  Soledad  Canyon  Corridor.  Have  other  routes  been  considered?  A 
"larger  slug"  route  could  be  considered  that  might  have  little  of  the  above  negative  impact.  It  could  start  several  miles 
East  of  the  intersection  of  Highway  2  and  M  ount  Emma  Road  heading  south  above,  through  or  below  the  San  Gabriel 
mountains  and  across  the  ridgeline  ten  or  more  miles  East  of  M  ount  Gleason,  where  it  could  enter  the  "back  country" 
and  head  West  to  Burbank  with  the  entire  route  not  disturbing  a  single  home,  or  community  until  it  nears  the  Burbank 
station.  This  route  could  also  be  less  expensive  with  no  homes  to  condemn,  fewer  Tunnels,  and  a  more  direct  route  to 
allow  the  train  to  get  up  to  speed.  Tunnels  could  be  used  on  the  Burbank  end  to  get  it  to  that  station  without  disturbing 
communities  near  the  Burbank  area. 


WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONM  ENTAL  DOCUM  ENT  TO  ADDRESS?  See  above 


ADDITONAL  COM  M  ENTS:  see  above 


THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS. 

PLEASE  SU  BM  IT  YOU  R  SCOPING  COM  M  ENT  FORM  AT  THE  SIGH-IN  TABLE  OR  M  AIL  THIS  PRE-ADDRESSED  FORM . 
YOU  MAY  ALSO  SUBMIT  IT  VIA  EM  AIL  TO:  palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov 
ALL  SCOPING  COMM  ENTS  FOR  THE  PALM  DALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  BY  AUG.  31,  2014. 
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Send  by  Certified  Mail  to: 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Project  Level  EIR /  EIS 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Autn-.l  HI  .Him 
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rVa  U  I i Ilk  fttiLkrtl,  i'm  vdn  d  isiuriwiM-iy  Mm  tffll Hm  nl  i|»c  AllermUP CcsrHdDr  route  ifrrlfti 

ijl  !m  lld  m  fliirbiuik  kcudr  of  ntc  buiki  mlIh 

J||l  id  (111  I l.p|  .  V-lfl  'll  [hr  Hl^LZllLid  IcMCE.  I  INiftCd I M I ly  ihal  \1\SL  d*  hbl  LillUHki  Ih  1^  . -  HA  UNI  n 
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Shadow  Hills  Property  Owners  Association 


il.-tirr.mrfi  Ti i  Fr&ayim  CflWfflWJ/ 


Sent  Via  Email: 

pa i  mria Je^b  uvJ  hr  nk© hsr  cn  .gov 


August  23,  SOH 

Murk  A.  jMcLoughlin,  Director  of  EiivirunnicrUu]  Services 
mti:  1'ALMDALB  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
Cnlilbmin  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
7DU  Worth  Alameda  $l  EWiU  3  533 
Lofi  Angles.  OA  0ODU 

ft* ’  H  i£h  Speed  R  a  j JlPulmd  ale  to  Burba  nk 

Deer  Fy|ja  dolt -Burbank  HSR: 

Tint  kutrta&iail  lh  written  oa  behalf  of  of  the  Shadow  llilts  Property  Owners 
Association  which  ns  a  non  profit,  entity  whose  otenaberabip  iy  voluntary.  Wo  reprint 
more  than  hnuiphotdR  anti  are  t-ightly  networked  with  the  neighboring 

commumtioa  of  Luke  View  Terrace,  Lu  Tuna  Canyon,  Bun  Valley  and  Sunland 
Tujuneji  VV>  h:\ve  been  in  Djtioiconae  for  fifty  ycura.  VV^  am  providing  mst  p u L l J-l- 
Scaping  flotnmRntn  to  l fie  Pidinchrlo  U*  Rurbunk  »ectmn  of  the  proposed  HLgh  Speud 
Rail  (MSH).  In  pankutav  our  OGmiaemfl  relate  to  the  Alternative  fiomdjor/hfaw  Study 
Area.  hstkive  rbnt.  there  arc  sifimficfUiL  a  uvminuinntHr  concemo  for  tLe  iVI  ter  native 
Osrndor  which  dictate  the  I  mined  Late  removal  of  this,  alternate  route  from 
consideration  and  wc  hereby  demand  3ts  removal  Our  com  monte  an-  u*  follows: 

1  As  dvt  fonh  hereafter,  the  mltamstive  route  through  the  Shadow  UiUn 
^nd  the  Angeled  Notional  Forest  jr  not  feasible  and  ^  ^uch  rumen  be 
used  ti  y  a  si  akuniarivu  m  thn  Rnvii'cmmejitol  ImpucL  Report.  Again, 
demand  is  hereby  made  that  the  alternative  route  immediately  be 
dim  mu  led  from  4  he  pmjeel  proposal 

The  scoping  of  the  alternative  route:  fur  an  ETR  is  premature  because  the 
propound  alternative  ia  too  vague  and  covers  too  vast  an  ores 


(approximately  41  HI  wpia re  milts).  Tim-  original  proposal  shows  detailed 
specific  tunnel  locations,  grade  changes  und  the  rictus  I  location  uf  the 
route.  La  cnmp.irinnn  rho  localion  of  the  alternative  yen  no  \h  vu^ue.  There 
is  no  description  of  wberij  Lhe  HSR  will  be  above  ground  or  below  ground. 
Thor*  t£  a  10  mile  long  yellow  shaded  figure,  t.b^t  looks  Ljki?  a  banana 
and  rurirt  through  the  Aug-uks  National  Foruv*,  the  Rig  Tujunga  Wash 
Dako  View-  Terrace,  Shadow  Hitla  and  La  Tuna  Conyon.  The  alternate 

F.O.  Bo*  >45  *  SuiiUnd.  Call fwm *  91041  -0345 
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Rf  lEiph  Speed  Rail 
Alien ■«  :lh  mi* 
i!  of? 

ansa  inquires  furlhur  duJj  newt  ion  in  order  to  focus  on  the  environmental 
tmil  Siud a |  issuijs  Jt  >  kul  minute  and  hasty  in  trod  notio  n  into  the 
proiiL-ao  serious  issues*  not,  the  laaaLofwbicb  is  an  ormiiotia  and 
i-uul  thru  Lit  Lu  wll  property  values  and  all  property  trtm&aetisms., 

3-  The  San  Fernando  Fault  tnwm  the  north  eidO  uf  the  Big  Tujungo 
Wiiah.  It  runa  in  an  east  west  direction  find  le;  an  active  Built.  Th »  UJR 
must  contain  a  full  description  of  That  fo  alt  and  provide  detailed 
engineering  plans  to  cunfam  if  and  how  rhe  HST?  can  h*  built  through 
Lha:  and  oLher  faults  Tha  angineeriiiG  Luka  into  consideration  both 
*lip  faults  ami  thrust  fnuji^. 

4.  The  HSR  appears  fo  travel  under  the  Tujunga  Wash.  The  Ri^ 

Tilings  Wafth  is  u  flood  plain  and  the  water  that  flows  through  tiw  w^h 
ifl  pari  of  the  flyrttfiTi  designed  to  rcehstcfe  the  San  Fernanda  V^lJcy 
■i  rju  ifftr  which  supplies  10^  uf  ihu  drinking  water  for  the  Ciry  of  Lay 
Angeles,.  Depending  ou  reuafall,  the  water  table  siU  lan  to  twenty 
h(-l.ow  i  he  surface  of  the  wash.  There  are  natural  spring  which  bubble  to 
rhe  surface  The  EIR  take  this  into  oon.ud&raEjoiE  Not  only  does;  ir 
i-uppJy  dnn king  W'EitLT  to  the  Cilgr  hut.  the  water  is  ftiuu  necessary  tn 
preserve  the  halhiaL  for  the  endangered  Sent®  Ana  Sucker  and  also 
provider  a  habitat  for  the  endangered  or  listed  Sleadorhomod  spine 
flo%ver,  the  Least  Bells  Viren  And  the  Cactus  Wren,  These  water  supplier 
uro  muni  precious  now  than  ever  given  the  seriousness  of  the  currem 
drought  restrictions  on  impurtsid  wfllcj  deliveries  sod  Son^-term  ebonite 
change, 

5  A  portion  of  the  Big  ’J'ujiWftft  Wa$b  jutft  east  of  Foothill  Rfvd  .  and  located 
within  the  “yellow  a wnrh1"  is  also  p  2  IQ  uerv  nuligatinn  bank  operated  by 
the  County  of  Los  Angela  Department  of  Public  Works,  Tfu*  mitigates' 
ether  activities  conducted  by  that  agency,  ||  la  not  proper  to  put  the  HStt 
through  a  mitigation  hank. 

tj,  The  Big  Tujungff  Wash  ia  also  the  homo  for  Bunsen  Duni  whinh  is 

operated  by  the  Army  Cuvp  cf  EnginEiei-A.  This  dam  serves  rwo  purposes. 
T'hn  primary  pu rpm  ia  to  protect  th?  Ciiy  of  Los  Angeles  from  the 
historic  Hand*.  Prim-  uj  Us  construction  in  the  fate  LftHft,  flooding  enured 
temhlH  d^mnee  imd  t  ut  the  City  of  Los  Angolcfl  in,  two  for  nbaui  -1 
months.  The  E1R  should  fully  ifivtifttifnte  wl iat  eUbct  the  HSR  would  have- 
on  ths  integrity  of  the  K unsen  D.nm  Thu  envlromnamal  tonaOecuenLe^  of 
a  dam  failure  would  be  catastrophic, 

?  Th*  BUI  should  fullv  ana lyv*  the  anvironmtiaiBl  effects  of  tunneling 
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Kfl  Hwh  SjifffU  KuJ 

under  n  wtilcr  eam  w  such  uj  the  Big  Tiyunga  Wash.  Thn  EJR,  should 
■fitudy  w!uU  lj.iip.jjtik.-d  when  the  Los  Angel**  Metm  Raal  tumidcd  undur 
Runyon  Cuiiyun  Metro  rail  hud  to  pump  out  water  for  a  very  lung  tinae 
and  the  surface  water-1  natural  apnngs  fill  evaporated  The  City  of  Lay 
Augvtea  CfiUa  this  "Dewatering  Thun  analysis  should  ho  upphed  to  tEm 
HSH  project  where  the  surface  cantatas  endangered  plants  and  animals 
that  rely  on  that  water.  Thfl  c^uantUy  of  the  subsurface  water  in  the 
TipunRn  Wash  dwarfs  r.hrrt.  which  cabled  in  Runyon  Canyon 

&  Fti  addition  to  th#  San  Fernando  Fault  the  EIR  should  analyi*  the- 

existence  of  ether  la  idea  within  the  "yellow  $*vhl1l"  ur  praposifl  n^tv  etudv 
area.  When  die  Anffaiflii  Golf  Course  EJR  waaeampleted,  itdumloser]  the 
exia lanca  of  a  fault  which  ■wparfiud  thu  priutme  water  which  came  from 
the  An^elca  FoiTeat  from  liic  high  tiilrute  water  on  the  oihsj-  side  of  l  hr 
fault  line.  Thai  fault  line  hod  trapped  high  nitrate  septic  tenk  w  ater.  Thu 
firm  king1  water  p  ump  mg  otetkuui  l-u  the  septic  tank  si  dr  nf  the  fault  Jins 
have  iH'i-m  shu  t  down  by  tie?  Lo*  Anitas  Department  ofWot^  and 
Power.  The  EJR  should  analyse  whether  the  tunnel  or  above  ground 
RtrLieture«  will  puncture  the  fault  hue  and  allow  tha  unacceptably  high 
nitrate  wawr  in  merge  into  the  drinking  supply  v/qtar  for  tb^  City  nf  l^nr 
Anfreles. 

9.  The  Alternative  route  would  likely  stud fy  tunneling  under  portions  of  the 
AngUltti  National  Format  which  have  not  h et-n  studied  extensively  from  o 
aubaurface  point  of  vi«w,  The  FIR. should  carefully  analyze  the  geological 
aspect*  of  that  route  in&ltudirig  numerous  drill  holes  to  check  ftu" 
earthquake  faults,  chi  and  Fas  tkpuuib.  sub  3urfa.ee  water  and  other 
environmental  concerns  This  must  all  by  accomplished  before  the  DBIR 
**  circulated  ifcr  review  Will  ETSR  dewater1  rho  Angeles  NttUonai  Forest? 

TO.  The  skate  earthquake  map*  have  nor-  been  revised  m  yea is  due  U>  lack  nf 
funding.  They  =?ro  out  Qfiiate  and  must  bo  brought  our  ton  k  lo  dctennim? 
the  natur*  and  extent  of  yll  old  and  newly  discovered  earthquake  faults 
The  FIR  must  deter  in  hit-  the  consequence*  of  ttmuoli^g  Ihruugh 
earthquake  fmilts  in  the  projected  path  of  the  alternate  route. 

II.  The  liOfi  Angeles  City  GcnernJ  Flan  lalks  about  the  geology  of  the  ejtv 
through  whirh  the  alternate  route  is  planned  While  out  of  daio,  ibe 
general  plan  discuses  ways  of  dealing  with  building  through  ihe  water 
tnblo.  Il  refers  to  Mll-  metro  rail  proinr: t  .n;  djsnussyj  abqvn.  Thi1  City's 
^duELon  le  “dewatering1*  which  moans  pumping  out  all  of  the  ground 
tvflter  Wbm  arc  l bo  uimromuimtej  roneequeneca  uf  "dewatering"  Nie 
Tnjunga  Wtiah  umrt  of  Hin^en  DnmV  Even  Lf  puaaible,  t'rnm  $n 
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Rk  ]  Jijjh  J  Uj  J 

h3**.  itUl-S 

J'rtp!  1  llfl 

onginegi'iiig  point  uf  why  wcmld  one  destroy  of  ihtr  main  sources 

of  winter  AtarugH  by  Mevmterioj^  the  Big,  Tujungu  Wash* 

ii 

In  addition  Lu  the  210  mi :ru  mitigation  bunk,  immediately  went  of  FnnLhtlJ 

Blvd,  Bail,  crosses  the  Big  Tujungu  Wash  ia  the  Tunings  Pond*  which  wae 
a  mitigation  measure  required  by  Che  building  of  rhc  216  flre&WFty.  [r 
funnels  natural  spring  wlu.lt  which  feeds  cJria  remainder  of  the  Rip 

Tujuuga  Wash.  What  affect  waU  the  tunneling  havpon  tbiF.  property? 

lb, 

There  are  blue  line  streams  in  the  Angelas  J^aeiomil  Forest  nnd  in  the 

Vgrjugo  Mountains.  What  eifueL  will  tunneling  hav«  on  Dies*  protected 
areas?  These  bius  streams  support  Qcva  and  faun. 4  which  are  protected  by 
federal  state  and  Jck^uE  Jaws, 

14. 

Chapter  3  V  nf  the  Ground  Wot#:  Basin  Reports  for  the  Upper  Ujs  Angeles 

Stiver  Arna  Raairw  details  critical  water  storage  needs.  Tbe  EIR  needs  to 
analyse  the  effects  of  tunneling  through  or  under  the  water  supply 

IS. 

Tf  "de  watering"  occur: i.  will  thul  lower  the  level  uf  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash 
oiseh  thqt  St  will  effect  Die  istrueturai  integrity  of  the  Hansen  Darn,  thi» 

-111  r-'i'h^jway,  Fool  hill Blvil.  qr uLher  slmcturysY 

16. 

The  Flood  Management  Hnd  Water  Conservation  HapnrE  prepared  by  ibv 

County  of  Loy  Angvles  describes  water  and  flood  control  issues,  All  of  this 
inuaL  be  considered  in  any  EIR. 

17, 

There  are  Hmaitivo  sjUb  operated  hy  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  which  are 
important  In  regional  security  nnd  which  mua l  be  C0ii*fi tiered. 

is. 

Whan  the  Metro  Rail  was  bqili,  the  tunneling  shook  the  ground  enough  to 
subatHntLally  destroy  portions  1 3i e  EloUywqyd  Walk  of  Fume.  What  effects 

WEI]  tunneling  have  cm  the  structures  oenr  the  tunneling,  especially  given 
the  eompnsitiflini  of  r.hc  subsurface  matenaJ  through  which  the  Ahock 

waves  ti'avfirw 

is. 

Thft  firnpjnc:  should  also  include  the  anticipated  Rim  nf  Vnfley  Trull  wluub 
js  being  proprarad  in  COnGr^  (M&m  ScliIfO  and  the  possible  designaLiun 
of  portions  of  the-  Angeles  NuLiuiuil  FurcaL  as  a  Federal  Racreatipn  Aren 
{Carol  Lin).  The  TISR  eoidd  uubtRunlinlJy  and  advantely  effect,  thi>*u 
pmjects- 

2D, 

An  EIR  daci  not  have  to  consider  aitem^iivpjq  which  are  not  feasible. 

TnnneUug  through  the  Angara  National  Forrest.  The  Big  Tujunga  Wnah 
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Ey.  Kipti  liUkl 
A.itujc  M  Z014 

ynd  the  Verditgo  Mountains  ia  not  eroncumeaEy  or  otherwise  fiaamhlp  TIif 
tunnel  would  have  to  gu  ihruoiib,  above  or  be  Lew,  existing  cumhfpjyke 
fan  Its.  Tht  Shu  Ftrniyndo  Fault  hi  Burfaca  redacted.  Tiie  cotter  quencea 
(lie  ground  water  end  the  surface  habitats  that  reJy  pn  the  tp'mind  wnurf 
woulu  be  aiguilkani  and  unmitigabl-e.  Additions  LJv  tunneling  through  the 
wuwt'  tactan  sand  uf  the  BigTujunga  Wash  is  npt  ^onomically  feasible, 
Tu niieli tig  through  a  wattr  source  crontah  Hubatantyd  additional 
n^mifinance  issues  in  UKR  urpSf 

21-  The  cost  of  condemning  the  land  over,  und«r  nr  through  Shadow  Hills  and 
the  SOU)  seres  in  U\e.  Vendugo  Mountains  owned  hy  the  Fond  I  and 
Frraervatian  Foundation  will  t\[uo  rfldko  T.hn  alternative  not  fcEtsible. 
Whereas  tlm  initial  remr-e  re  Lien  on  already  citing  rights  of  ways  which 
dn  nnt  need  to  be  iV.ndemJitfih  uu  such  pr^Meting  rights  osrisL  The  HSR 
only  hoc  id  In  of  the  land  needed  w  start  Hus  project  in  tlie  Central 
Valley  Acrn.| nini tflhor  land  in  nnd  around  Shadow  EliLJs  will  ha  ever  so 
much  more  tx^eusjv?  und  lime  euasucuRg  and  will  result  in  protracted 
litigation. 

£2,  Th«  Fond  Land  Preservation  Foundation  owns  spproxitrmt&ly  nercs 
in  ihi1  Vi-rrlugo  Mountains  just  south  of  ihci  Tujungft  Wash  This  is  a 
privately  owned,  publieally  accasjufalcs  open  apace,  In^tolling  tlie  HSR 
through,  under  or  an  such  a  preserve  area  io  net  appropriate  and  will 
adversely  impact  that  protaotod  area. 

£3.  [n  i960  and  again  in  I£>7&  the  Tujungu  Wnah  flooded,  washed  nui  bridge* 
and  ctiAT.iijigd  boulders  She  fliise  of  VoUiswa^ens  down  the  wash ,.  It 
danr.rnyed mfythiti$  in  if  a  path.  If  the  HSR  is  above  ground  througli  the 
wa.6h,  it  toe  will  ho  destroyed. 

2-3 r  In  addition  to  the-  Hnnaen  Dura,  the  Tujun^n  Wash  a  ten  conlauu?  two  very 
l^rgo  Fiqiifiiic  feat  urea,  built  and  great  exponas  and  as  a.  untidy  Lien, 
rtaittsutes  when  ihe  .Army  Carp  of  K  numbers  iACOB)  removed  sand  nnd 
gravel  from  behind  the  Hansm  D$m  the  1073  caUstmphic  flood 
Those  mitigation  measures:  cftnnpt  bt-  undunv  by  tbe  HSR. 

^  During;  prior  environmental  rsport.fi  in  the  mm,  MftUvv  American  hurh.il 
E  rounds  were  di&eavered  The  r  I  mention  of  whu-h  was  not  disclosed 

due  Eu  th-e  possibility  that  they  would  bn  disturbed.  Those  sites  nerd  tn  be 
identified  and  avoided. 

2|i,  There  Lire  high  tnuiU)  power  lines  which  tru versa  the  Tppmga  W&sb  nnd 
they  must  fcw*  avoided,  RolooPtbti  iy  Hut  an  option, 
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Rt:  Jllffb  Stand  RdiJ 

AimHft  20.  "JOU 
fin*  &  qT  ? 

27. 

Shadow  Hil h  and  nearby  communities  (in'*  governed  by  thn  Scania 

Corridor  Hi  an  whmb  protect*.  ridge  lines  when  viewed  from  the  scOftic 
corridora  of  fiunland  B3vd_,  La  Tumi  Cor.ynn  Blvd.,  Wootworth  eat) 

Foothill  Blvd  [fi4t*llifi£  tlte  H£R  would  destroy  LhftAEt  Already  established 
aramc  enrodora. 

Iti. 

Th«  13SFL,  if shove  ground  ux  any  point  through.  Shadow  Hills  will 

Ahibdiviiii?  out'  of  1  lie  UtL-i  1  equBitnao  district.  in  the  City  ofLus  Angelo*  Jl 
would  cause  (Treat  economic  hyrdahip,  reduce  property  value*  Lu:d  destroy 

Hie  community.  ceLctsu  conHquancca  are  very  important  tmd  by 

die  m^lvM  institute  ground*  fur  eliminating  the  alternative  route  as  an 
option 

29. 

The  im  will  haw  advent  effects  on  rh^  Hanson  Dam  Hecre  stimuli  Ana 
which  us  design  a  led  %  the  City  of  Ijis  Angelos  as  a  Regnal  Recital  man] 

Area  w  il.Ii  fadliLita  Including  equestrian  uses,  athletic  fields,  swimming, 
fishing,  a  nen  rangM- station,  hesobqll  soccer,  picnic  ground*  and  more 

m 

Another  aorimii  crmccrr 1  which  wl-  register  i&  the  historic  weaknona 

and  3ho™oFti]n^e  qf  HSR  overt*]]  with  respect  tt*  ftjpdmg-  nuJ 
entitle  menu;.  1  IHF£  h.^  iilwbiyt  Wn  on  shaky  ground  ;md  ihifi  dearly 
infeasiblp  new  study  area  prereots  gargantuan  Anvfrooiuuni&l  and 
cMtinumic  impacts  and  challenge*  that  HSR  vs  incapable  of  bundling.  The 
pc^i*Je  and  T.he  economy  of  the  new  study  m  obould  nut  have  been,  find 
fihoLdd  nnt  continue  to  be,  threatened  by  \vhi\t  ^  dourly  a  fihort-fli^hT^d 
political  tefle*  lurtiyj^pmpoBal  by  th*  County  Supyrvujor  in  response  to 
tonsLUuento  iimir  the  lwor  initial  alto  motives. 

31, 

In  considering  Lhe  new  study  area,  m  addition  to  each  of  the 

PHviimtiwrita)  impact*,  the*  ^imitative  impacts  ALKHAI3Y  burns  by  the 
populated  areas  ot  Lcs  Angola  Council  Dlatncts  7,  2  and  $  must  be 
token  into  enngida  ratio  o  The  heavy  presence  of  major  freeway  a 
(£*.170,^10.  MS),  Metro  Link  Rail  knoH  Hansen  Dnin,  DWF  Pnwer  Plant, 
landfills  and  trajth  facilities.  Burbank  Airport,  WTiite men  Airport,  gravel 
pits  kind  quarries  and  ninny  other  heavy  indue  trial  u»etf  ffamoiiacfAto  (hat 

Oii^  area  (Shadow  11  i  1  Lg_  ct  uT.)  id  already  over  bOFitenitd  and  over 
saturated  with  inJraMj-ucf  iirc  projocUi  that  bcm&fir.  the  region.  The  two 
already -studied  project  alternative  aruas  paJe  in  comportaun  when 
c  mould  live  impacts  ore  considered  and  are  far  more  equitable  alternative 
for  study  and  imp  lamentation  uf  HSH. 

32. 

The  ciimutative  obetades  aildreased  above  mean  tlmL  this  al tern ative 
projtift  route  if.  not  fve-StLiu. 
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Kir  Hi(h  Sirwd  Itiil 

Augtm*  X9.  j!i.M  4 

S' ?  of  7 

in  conduaiiui,  tta  Shtuluw  Hilts  Prousrt),'  Owners  Associutiun  hereby  demands  that  this 
alternative  route:  be  perasoanriy  ft  ten  runted  fj -cm  Lujuiideralion. 

Vnrv  I  r *■  fv  #nttn 


Shadow  HbIL  Property  Ownpr-n  A^ywmtiun 

Devid  J.  Pinto 

Provident 


Shadow  hi  Up  Prapm-ty  Owners  AixMiamLitm 
WilliacB  E.  Kick 
Land  U«e  Chairman 

cci :  JMijie.  fiiciites&Jkcity .  arg 

Pa  Lj].k  rdturcu  n^iy  d  ty  ,org 
MU  1 icil lueinbe.1  r .  m  ar tinea^l  ac  j  ty  .ar£ 
sicvHgboabco  u  nty .  gov 
fifl  lid  l*  tne  I  aabos.ori? 
i-lluJ  bocanegr^Afini.tA.ftav 
eels  y  ejt  ,f  a  tm  .nrg 

Asae  mlily  me  mber Wil  fe@oy  treoah  .asaomb  ty.cn.  go  v 

Congressman  Adam  Sl-  H5  IT 

Sena  bar  Carol  Liu 

acUuy.padite^kirit.y  org 

knrij . taroftti* i^ity  y  rt; 

we  a  Jy .  ho  raande  w&lariLy .  u  rtf 

jiui.dao  ts  ma®  Ifleity  ,<>rg 

ct a  u  d  ia  ™i  ngiiczj^iufity  ruir% 

M  a  ronfl  .Saueliv  z©ii  hjti  .ca  .goy 
[>  an  ift  I .  LajraaSLACity  .org 
Tenttte  Lamb®  m :  til.  hauK&.go  v 
an  i  rtfyfla  ol.  com 

d'lV^O  rOl'g 

[)p.  n  n  W  o  1  ft’ t n viradeffindorft.org 

MRP.  A 

Fond  Lend  Freserviten  Fciuntfati&a 
Dnn  Wcikcl  ■  LA  I’mm* 

DhVid  DyPinto 
Fill]  SHPQA  Board 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-226 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1089  (Steve  Boyles,  August  30,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-227 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1090  (Sandra  Braddock,  August  28,  2014) 


August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  M r.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Prajecl  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
TOD  North  Alameda  Street ,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  C A  30012 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 


Augwrt  25r  2014 


D  i  fcclor  o  f  Hit  vino  n  mentu  I  Soviet- 
Attn  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Line 
California  High-Speed  Knit  Aut Im ity 
SuulKum  Regional  Office 

7EH I  North  Alameda 

Room 

Los  Angeles^  A  900  E  2 
Lh/sir  Mr  McLaughlin, 

I  am  xvniing  [ft  express  nty  concerns  for  the  II urban k  to  Palmdale  High  Speed  Kuil  coialnictian 
project  Th  is  Idler  fs  i  n  response  to  ihe  com  mu  n  i  iy  scoping  meet  a  ug  held  i  n  Acion  on  Augl  I  r 
2014  at  die  Aclon  Library 

La  start  out  my  main  concern  is  she  hydrology /water  (able  of  the  Qffccied  men  I  rely  on  wdl 
water  for  mv  entire  water  needs  and  am  concerned  dial  your  project  wit]  effect  my  well 
The  foil  giving  art  my  questions  for  you  on  ihc  hydrology  ■■ground  water  well  concerns. 

1  Will  the  authority  perform  a  baseline  Study  on  all  of  ihc  wells  in  the  Acton  area7  l'his  would 
include  water  quality,  well  pcrlbnnaiicc.  and  any  other  facial  a  deemed  uceeSaLuy  to  tent  prior  Lo 
any  under  ground  excavation  in  the  Aclon  ami  Also  will  the  wells  be  monitored  during  actual 
projeci  const mc-tioh  to  determine  water  quality  nod  well  ^rlhrmance?  Will  the  welts  he 
Miuiiitoted  poxt  construction  lo  ensure  they  maintain  iheti  mlegriiy  overtime? 

2.  I  low  will  residents  be  compensated  for  damage  1u  their  well  due  iu  low  of  production, 
ronrattsmaimn,  clc  during  and  after  the  project  construction^  If  any  of  I  he  wells  fail  post 
construction  wifi  the  authority  compensate  natfritenltf  Wells  may  nefd  ia  Tte  morutoretl  for 
some  time  after  the  project  concludes. 

7i  How  wit]  the  Authorin'  prevent  disruplion  to  die  hydrological  pauums'? 

A  How  will  the  regulations  of  die  Clean  Water  Act  be  ful  filled'7 

5.  If  any  wells  full  and  have  to  Ik  tc  placed  will  die  Authority  comply  with  Los  Angeles  County 
and  the  Slate  nl' California  Standards  for  drilling  new  wells? 

a.  Htfw  will  the  Authority  control  nm-off  so  dial  writer  recharges  the  aquifer? 

7  Ho w  wi It  ilit!  Aul Iiority  prevent  fracturi ng  of  Bl tit  1  i nes'1 

K  II  new  wells  musl  be  drilled  will  the  Authority  compensate  property  owners  for  wells  that  do 
not  meet  ihe  current  Laa  Angeles  County  Standards  far  well  production? 

9.  In  the  event  dial  u  well  becomes  pennanenUy  dysfunctional,  will  Ihc  Authority  compensate 
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Ihe  pnipeity  ownei  Nr  The  full  *aHie  af  The  propeny  Him  can  no  longer  he  inld  nr  linanced'1  Will 
toils  be  done  with  no  rtnnjji  EiLluched?  t  stty  this  b&unu^  n:i«f  tesi items  will  unlikely  ha vo  mhr 
ciih  co  go  mi  und  buy  someth  tn^  dim. 

JO  Will  Old  Authority  *:rinmiir  in  supplying  Comity  water  m  Action  if  private  Wells  and/or  lit-; 
qqui  fer  me  dp.rna.g?(?d  ditriniz  and  pnjftihly  fail  nflpr  cunslrUcOon1'  Will  The  wmoi  lit  [irnvitfad  dt 
Use  aimjc  tiLUiiity  iu  I  lie  wallii  meaning  drcmienl  free  wuter  Bik  from  lluoricte  and  olher 
chemicals  that  the  County  ivnler  system  mlmdutes  lu  die  wwei  duaiii£|jiow:SfSLM^  I  (Jtffsynully 
s  i.ew  lhtsc  choimrais  &*  dangqnus  tor  ihe  Ji  Liman  biological  system 

William  G  Bra^jr 
Marl*  D.  Flitciaft 
344  in  Paoeful  Valley  Ruud 
lJa[tndakT  eaOiSSi 
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Submitted  by  Sherry  D.  Bragger,  Acton  resident  since  1988 
33551  Listie  Ave.  Acton,  CA  93510 
661-269-5555  Email:  sbraqqer®  roadrunner.com 

RE:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project 

I  recently  attended  the  Public  Scoping  M  eeting  held  Aug.  11,  2014  at  the  Acton-Agua  Dulce  Library.  Below  are  my 
concerns. 

Aesthetic  &  Visual  Quality-  Our  open  spaces  and  rural  landscape  will  be  changed  forever  by  the  elevated  structures 
necessary  for  the  Bullet  Train.  In  addition  the  night  skys  that  we  have  enjoyed  since  1988  when  we  moved  here  will 
no  longer  be  dark.  View  of  the  mountains  north  and  south  will  be  obstructed.  Particularly,  the  view  of  the  mountains, 
south  on  Crown  Valley. 

Agricultural,  Farmland,  &  Forest  Land-  We've  enjoyed  visiting  the  Blum  Ranch  for  our  fresh  fruit  &  vegetables.  Will 
they  (Blum  Ranch)  be  able  to  continue  operating?  And  personally,  my  animals  and  my  fruit  trees. 

Air  Quality  &  Global  Climate  Change-  A  concern  for  those  of  us  who  are  asthmatic  with  regard  to  the  dust  generated 
during  construction.  In  our  family  alone,  we  have  asthmatics,  diabetes,  and  heart  disease. 

Electromagnetic  Interference/ Fields-  Please  address  the  impact  of  excessive  electromagnetic  radiation  to  our  health 
-cancers  are  a  concern.  In  addition,  the  impact  on  pacemakers. 

Hydrology  &  Water  Resources 

Will  the  Bullet  Train  have  a  negative  impact  on  our  well  water? 

Vibration-  We've  heard  that  'fracking'  could  possibly  cause  earthquakes.  It  is  conceivable  that  the  vibration  of  the 
Bullet  Train  could  cause  an  earthquake.  Please  address  this  as  we  are  literally  sitting  on  the  San  Andreas  Fault. 

Noise  -  How  will  noise  from  multiple  daily  train  runs  effect  our  schools  and  local  business.  And  last  but  not  least,  is 
the  effect  on  my  horses  and  dogs. 


Socioeconomics  &  Communities-  How  will  this  affect  our  local  businesses  who  rely  on  commuters?  Palmdale 
commuters  will  not  be  visiting  our  shops  and  stores. 

And  lastly,  will  we  homeowners  be  strapped  with  more  taxes-  either  at  the  local  or  state  level? 

Sincerely, 

Sherry  D.  Bragger 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #367  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Teryann 

Brannian 


33105  Santiago  Rd. 

#137 

Acton  CA 

CA 

93501 

661-714-1717 
teryann31  @gmail.com 


:  To  Whom  It  May  Concern, 


I  am  a  long  time  resident  of  Acton,  California  and  am  very  concerned  about 
the  cost  of  this  project  and  the  impact  that  it  will  have  not  only  to  the 
Acton  community  but  to  our  water  sources  as  well.  Most  residents  in  this 
town  live  on  well  water  and  an  interruption  to  the  already  depleting  water 
supplies  would  have  grave  consequences  to  the  Acton  population.  The 
purpose 

of  a  monumental  task  such  as  this  should  be  to  benefit  the  county's 
residents  as  a  whole.  I  do  not  think  that  the  ridership  for  this  rail  line 
will  even  put  a  dent  into  the  money  that  will  be  owed  for  construction  nor 
do  I  think  that  many  people  will  even  be  interested  in  taking  this  train. 

Also,  in  order  to  make  the  money  back  from  this  project  the  cost  or  the  trip 
would  be  prohibitive  to  the  majority  of  the  population.  The  intention  of 
eminent  domain  is  to  sacrifice  a  few  to  benefit  many.  I  believe  that  this 
project  would  benefit  few  and  sacrifice  many.  I  do  not  believe  that  the  High 
Speed  Rail  Project  can  be  paid  for  by  private  funding  and  therefore  funds 
would  have  to  come  from  the  pockets  of  the  already  heavily  burdened 
taxpayer.  This  state  is  already  in  a  financial  quagmire  without  adding 
billions  to  that  burden.  Our  schools  are  sorely  lacking,  our  water  supplies 
are  dwindling,  our  infrastructure  is  failing,  and  because  we  have  some  of 
the  highest  taxes  in  the  country,  we  are  losing  businesses  in  rapidly 
increasing  numbers.  I  have  lived  in  California  all  of  my  life  and  I  think 
that  I  can  talk  for  the  majority  of  its  residents  when  I  say  that  this  High 
Speed  Rail  is  not  needed,  wanted,  nor  can  it  be  afforded.  Let's  put  our 
money  to  better  use.  Lets  improve  our  schools,  find  alternate  water  sources, 
rebuild  our  aging  infrastructure  (including  replacing  the  deteriorating 
water  pipe  systems  so  that  we  don't  have  another  catastrophe  like  the  recent 
one  near  UCLA).  Additionally  reforming  the  prison  system  to  avoid  early 
release  of  dangerous  prisoners,  and  reforming  the  foster  care  system  so  that 
children  are  not  placed  into  dangerous  environments  would  be  better  suited 
for  this  money.  Those  are  just  a  few  of  the  suggestions  that  would  be  much 
more  deserving  of  billions  of  the  taxpayer's  money  than  a  short  sighted 
project  that  could  potentially  bankrupt  this  state. 
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Thank  you  for  your  consideration, 
Teryann  Brannian 
33105  Santiago  Rd.  #  137 
Acton  CA  93501 
661-714-1717 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Michele  Bre  1134401  Weststar  Aclon.  C  A  93510 
Page  2  ql  3 

The  following  are  some  of  the  concerns  I  have  regarding  The  High  Speiad  Rail  and  its' 
effect  on  both  my  family  and  the  value  of  my  home. 


Afles  attending  Ihe  Acton  scoping  r namings*  u  is  very  clear  to  me  that  (he  High  Speed 
Rail  Authority  Is  unsure  ol  I  he  impact  that  tfie  construction  and  implementation  of  the 
train  will  have  oil  oui  air  duality.  My  son  is  currsnlly  7  years  old  and  obviously  In  the 
middle  of  his  physical  development.  I  am  very  tearful  for  his  future  health  not  knowing 
what  is  guiritj  Lu  be  done  wilh  the  massive  amount  of  dUSl  and  dirt  that  is  to  be  removed 
from  the  train's  path.  Vary  liffla  assurances  are  r^v^n  at  any  scoping  meeting  regarding 
questions  about  this  issue  ft  seems  to  be  a  surprise  to  Michelle  Boehm  (a 
representative  ol  the  H5RA)  that  Acton  is  a  vary  windy  corridor. 

Hutaf  Lifestyle  Impact: 

Eleven  years  ago,  my  husband  arid  I  marie  conscientious  decision  to  move  to  Acton  to 
live  in  a  rui  a!  lifestyle  Aden  does  not  have  any  street  signals,  or  chain  grocery  stores. 
The  library  and  the  markets  both  have  areas  to  park  your  horse,  fn  ihe  evening  you  are 
lulled  to  sleep  with  Ihe  sounds  of  neighborhood  animals,  the  occasional  coyute  and 
owls.  A  tram  running  through  our  area  creating  a  loud  noiSO  when  exiting  end  entering  a 
tunnel  nine  Irmas  and  hour  Irom  5  am  to  midnight  would  disturb  the  peaceful  ness  that 
is  pah  ol  our  community  I  Know  that  this  noise  would  be  a  hinders noa  tn  me  going 
about  my  dally  lifestyle  which  includes  riding  horses  and  training  animals  I  am  less 
than  a  i/4  of  a  mile  from  the  train's  proposed  tunnel  entrance/exit.  Please  tell  me  how 
am  I  supposed  to  ride  a  horse  with  the  constant  noma  I  did  nnt  move  all  the  way  out 
hero  10  listen  10  a  Speeding  tram  i^ne  limes  arid  hour 

This  community  has  issues  with  light  pollution.  Residents  have  gone  to  court  over 
lighting  issues,  ywt  the  HSR  A  doesn't  have  to  comply  with  this?  We  value  cur  evening 
darkness  hare.  We  are  a  rural  community  and  wc  Ore  dele* mined  to  Keep  it  that  way. 

Impact  on  My  Home's.  Value: 

Any  home's  value  is  based  the  particular  Kind  Of  lifestyle  associated  with  She  community 
In  which  the  home  Is  located.  A  speeding  tram  going  through  Acton  creating  noise,  poor 
quality  air.  destroying  wildlife,  and  corns  minstmg  residenimi  well  water  wall  do  nothing 
but  decrease  the  value  of  my  home.  For  most  residenis  ol  California,  (heir  home  is  an 
investment  in  Sheir  future,  It  Is  my  confer  ilkin  that  the  High  Speed  Rail  is  going  to 
destroy  Acton  and  my  home  will  have  little  or  no  value  Nobody  is  going  to  want  to  live 
In  this  town 
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Michele  Bren  34401  Wests!  ar  Acton,  CA  33510 
Page  3  Of  3 


I  LifllLgvK  ihs  thing  \hai  eonesrns  me  the  most  is  the  dismissive  attitude  of  the 
representatives  of  the  HERA  when  discussing  Issues  lhal  are  of  Ihe  uimosl  concern  to 
anyone  -  ihe  healih  safety,  and  prosperity  of  their  family. 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #373  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Sharon  M. 

Last  Name  : 

Bricker 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

5604  West  Avenue  W-14 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661-269-4424 

Email  : 

brickmom@hughes.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

After  several  drafts  to  attempt  to  express  my  thoughts  and  concerns,  which 

are  many,  I've  come  to  the  realization  that  "less  is  more" .  so  I  am  going 
to  summarize  as  best  I  can  versus  sending  the  equivalent  of  a  book. 


I  believe  you  understand  the  numerous  concerns  of  the  Acton  community  and 
surrounding  areas  .  it's  just  that  I  and  many  others  question  whether  you 
truly  are  listening  our  expressions  of  them.  High  on  the  list  of  the  many 
concerns  is  how  the  construction  and  movement  of  the  tons  of  earth  will 
affect  our  wells.  Your  studies  cannot  guarantee  the  safety  of  our  water 
supplies.  This  is  one  of  many  reasons  for  the  recommendation  for  the  route 
to  be  selected  below. 


I  personally  do  not  endorse  the  allocation  of  the  state's  financial 
resources  in  building  a  high-speed  rail  system  but,  since  our  "leaders"  are 
hell-bent  on  a  high-speed  rail  system,  at  least,  let  us  hope  that  logic  (not 
politics)  will  lead  to  the  route  that  will  disrupt  the  fewest  and  not  impact 
our  water  supplies. 


Using  the  map  provided  by  Mark  A.  McLoughlin  (copy  attached): 


1 .  Ideally,  there  is  a  route  where  no  personal  or  business  properties  are 
affected  .  that  would  choice  number  one. 


2.  Since  #1  above  is  highly  unlikely,  the  least  invasive  and  least 
disruptive  route,  affecting  the  fewest  properties,  and  therefore  the  best 
route  choice,  would  seem  to  be  the  eastern-most  leg  of  the  Alternate 
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Corridor  -  New  Study  Area  (see  attached  map). 


This  ridiculous  project  and  the  related  expenses  could  be  better  spent  in  so 
many  other  ways  that  would  truly  enhance  the  State  of  California  .  to  name  a 
few:  improve  our  statewide  water  system  and  resources;  aid  the 
agricultural  industry  in  finding  better  and  more  resourceful  ways  to  allow 
the  growers  to  provide  the  foodstuff  so  important  to  local,  state  and 
national  needs;  infrastructure;  etc. 


Sharon  M.  Bricker 
5604  West  Avenue  W-14 
Acton,  CA  93510 
661-269-4424 
brickmom@hughes.net 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 

Attachments  :  Map. pdf  (724  kb) 
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CALIFORNIA  hKJH  SPEED  KILL  AUTHORITY 
PALM  DAL  F  TO  RLlR  FLANK  SECTION 
SCOPES  COMMENT  Cahd 
lAftachmen^l 

fteynj  Idu  frames  d  rid  Rosemary  rcl d  08/2  V2014 

MaJyhJII  Ruud 
Acton,  GA  90b  10 
<fr6lf2G9'OG97 
rtey.bf  lo  na  ig&canyons.edLi 

My  Wile  and  I  are  Mmpletety  artery,  stms&d  and  drily  r^U  by  your  decision  to  even  consider  a  parh  nr 
travel  lor  a  hfeh-ipattl  rail  through  our  town  nf  Acton,  t.:n.  jnd  t^pugasiy  Wgr  private  20  acre  ranch 
Pioiwniy  The  discard  io,  and  disruption  and  hardship  IhiS  plane?  Id  qur  heme.  lam-lv.  way  fiflifp 
health  [physical  ^rut  mi-nial).  finances,  peu  and  livestncls  ann  nur  fumre  iMndcstnbdble  and:  1  rankly 
unbearable  !  hen?  no  wiry  possible  tu  give  you  a  totally  complete  IriT  nf  our « Lmcernv.  and  bp  awpee 
that  they  Will  Increase  Wrth  UmC  JOtl  mom-  awareness  of  this  tOt&IJy  repulsive  pfujec.r,  but  wi-  must 
makn  an  effort,  so,  wirh  gtear  nwrem  and  ticpjtluiion  we  asft  your  attention  ind  tonsidpmtpmi  to  out 
concerns. 


HEALTH  and  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONCERN*  (both  to  humans  and  animAls/wildiitef: 

Air  quality.  dust, fumes,  ■morions, airborne  pathoRnn^nd  partatas^  hazardous  wasteland  materials, 
noiSE,  vibration,  loss  pf  quality  and  quantity  of  water  and  welts  .intf  our  periuiut  safety  and  weEh  being. 
My  wife  -Ind  I  personally  softer  some  suvma I  chronic  health  Issues  that  WouJri  he  extremely  aggravated 
hy  ail  rnr  sr-  1  boy  i ncludc,  but  a  re  riyl  fttmitetf  tu;  hitfi  blood  prflSSUffi ,  Sleep  a  |>iu?a.  rest  les?  fag 
syndfomp,  faiiflUfi,  ,irixiflTY,  insomnia,  diahote^.  glaucoma  and  allergies.  Ouf  p*Ts  anrl  livpstnrfc  Jr nl 
wrltlNfe  would  also  hp  advnrwly  affpefect  hy  l  he  jbuvL- 

Air  Quality  impacts  from  construction  and  soil  movement  and  the  eqeratlon,  of  the  Fjlgh  -Spped  Rail  will 
be  ^mfiL^rn  and  hajf-i'duuir  Bacteds.  fungus,  asoeitosunrl  Dihei  airhdme  pathogen?  wut  l  jusej 
cinwrs,  re  sudatory  disaaseSp  Valley  fever  and  several  other  a  Urn  r?nis 

wp  eoi  mn  water  from  a  well  thal  we  dug.  purchased  and  maintain.  There  will  he  la**  of  prediction 
quantity,  quality  and  dppth  of  Pur  well/walc  f  due  to  construction,  vibration,  lapping  into  lhp  sourep  and 
timnallngt  These  will  also  uause  contamination  by  hararpous  rviateiiaE?,  wastes,  particles  and  chemicals 
that  enter  our  water  source  and  wells. 
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MDHiu  ljiiu  vibrahon  from  construction,  operation  ol  l H jfI  and  tiarifc  will  uausti  major  problems  to 
health  and  quality  uNiCp  Whan  wrll  We  gat  restful  SfcEp^  My  Wlfu  wnrHli  the  graveyard  shi*t  and 
already  has  it  sups  when  arTPinpring  cn  sippj]  during  the  day  {spp  aliments  lifted  above)  My  health 
issues  wilt  also  be  aggravated  toy  tins  Haw  will  we  study  tm- rests,  warship  at  chiiith,  enjoy  peace  and 
tranquility?  The  t&pograohy  of  our  area  ond  property  wiH  negilively  enhance  these  issues 

increased  EraNic  Prom  construction  equipment  antf  vehicles,  wafers  pErsanai  vehicles,  noad  closure?, 
Lind  Roil  r  ratings  will  have  ■!  ntgdlive  impact  ^nd  disruption  Id  nyr  iraypl  Times  antf  road  access  and 
ON!  safely  hy  mcrcMlng,  dintrocllons.  possible  Dcrjjlmerrts.  and  the  chance  ror  collision  j  and  pedestrian 
injuries.  Access  to  emergency  vehicles  would  be  delayed  and  we  hve  in  an  area  I  hat  rs  Alre^d*-  rLuuj- 
lacked“  with  only  one  route  in/out  so  egress  is  already  impeded  during  episodes  of  ernnrRpncy. 

The  aesthetics  and  deadly  of  our  property  arid  area  will  be  greatly  dlmmuhed  We  have  beauiiful  3GO 
(Jegreu  views  Prym  oyr  properly  The  tencmg,  elevated  strpclures.  sound  banier*.  rillg  and  t/lirt!  would 
desbuy  qur  natural  surroundings. 

Acton  m  general  and  our  properry  in  parTuzular  ore  areas  hiown  os  "sensitive  habitats"  for  all  at  the 
following  reasons,  species  and  mliahit.-mTu  Migratory  route  fa  birds  and  tuAittulds,  La  l>  Fur  me  Quail, 
horned  load,  kangarnq  rat.  road  runner,  red  Epgged  Frag.  bpprle,  coyote,  bmhral,  deer,  i^nlBiP  Jmn 
and  bear,  Chaparral,  maiuanrta  trees,,  California  tondor,  red-lailed  hawk,  ansrmorpd  1  h me  sprne 
snekleback.  Santa  Ana  Sucker,  two  griped  garter  snake,  horned  inartf  as  well  a&  several  others. 

The  rural,  agricultural  #nd  recreational  use  and  pleasure  oF  our  property  will  be  adversely  affected  m 
wel*  Hqw  will  we  ride  our  buries,  hike,  walk,  bike,  lend  our  gardens,  relax  in  out  porches  CO  Witch  the 
iunrisu  end  set  with  dll  the  ncusur  duSI,  vilifiMijn,  Eusi  of  properly,  access  limilaLipns,  Etc,  7 

This  project  will  have  u  significant  ad  verst-  impart  on  uu*  private  property  rights  and  public  areas,  Our 
properly  Values  Will  plummet  (and  already  have  with  jusl  file  "Well*  of  a  High -Speed  HaiF  going  ihrongFi 
urtjl,  prnsperTivp  buyers  will  look  elsewhere,  lacUF  business  will  fall  and  no  others  will  cftriii-  1A  I  .ike  I  hr?it 
place,  our  town's  tax  base  will  d&clinv  dramatically.  Our  future  plans  for  growing  a  profitable  nrchard. 
opening  a  first  class  horse  boarding  facility  with  further  revenue  from  movie  studio  rental,  and  the 
development  of  home  lites  lor  our  children  on  our  property  are  now  endangered  and  on  hold.  We  hive 
remodeled  our  home  and  made  Several  imprpvumqnts  In  our  property  and  currentfy  continue  to  do  SO 
a  t  cun  aider  able  cost,  t  ime  a  ntJ.  Mot  u  u  r  home  is  a  "custom”  house  w^th  an  irreplaceable  ZD  ucru  parcel 
□1  land  that  we  planned  on  living  in  foi  rhe  rest  of  nuf  lives^ 

All  the  concerns,  negative  imparts  and  issues  lifted  Cause  us  grave  physical,  mental  and  'man  c<al 
col  la  use  Our  ability  to  conlinue  our  way  of  life  and  the  value  at  ourpionefty  will  be  gravely  and 
irrevocably  damaged.  II  this  project  Is  allowed  to  continue  and  /yr  is  rumpiuted,  wc  oxuect  to  be  PULIV 
qumpunsaletl  hv  the  Author d y  ,-ind  jll  other  enbUes  involved  lor  the  MJlt  value  of  uui  ENTIRE  property 
both  ru-iif  .mil  i.irr'.NiMi  .>nrf  ,>uy  jict^iT  All  I l j ■r--. p 't 1 1 il  itamages  to  our  health  and  well-being? 

in  cobdusion  please  reennsider  this  pnojeri  and  da  hot  infrin^  Ar>  nuf  happy,  peaceful,  ir.iuqml  lives 
.uui  povircmmenE  wp  ate  arcustompd  lo  and  have  a  right  ta  ffnjby 
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TliiinJf  you  for  your  ilm-e  and  coiuldtretJon, 


Reynaldo  Qriafies  and  Rosemary  Garcia 

iL/j  xa— 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #303  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

Yes 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Elaine 

Last  Name  : 

Brown 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11445  Skyland  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sunland 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

lannyb1@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Here  are  my  comments,  and  my  husband’s  comments,  too. 

My  husband,  Lloyd  Moore,  has  read  my  comments  and  has  asked  me  to  type 
and  email  his  comments  for  him  for  two  reasons.  One,  he  does  not  do  email, 
and  two,  he  wishes  to  add  some  things  which  I  neglected  to  mention.  I  will  list 
his  addition  comments  and  will  resend  my  own  comments  below  them.  Thank 
you. 

From:  Lloyd  Moore 
11445  Skyland  Rd 
Sunland,  CA  91040 

The  Angeles  National  Forest  is  in  severe  distress.  Five  years  ago,  160,000 
acres,  much  of  it  on  either  side  of  Big  Tujunga  Canyon  Wash,  burned  to  a 
crisp  in  what  is  known  as  the  STATION  FIRE.  It  was  a  terrible  and 
devastating  fire  from  which  it  will  take  at  least  a  couple  more  decades  to 
recover.  That  is  providing  the  Forest  can  survive  the  extreme  drought  to 
which  it  is  being  subjected  at  this  time.  Additionally,  because  of  the  distressed 
nature  of  the  forest  insects  are  attacking  a  number  of  our  pine  trees  and  the 
wildlife  is  struggling  particularly  as  to  drinking  water.  At  such  time  that  it  does 
rain,  because  of  the  fire  and  the  drought  mud  slides  and  severe  runoff  can  be 
expected. 

The  water  which  flows  through  the  Big  T  Wash  is  federal  water.  The  dam  is  a 
federal  dam.  And  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  are  adamant  that  these 
waters  shall  stay  pristine;  construction  equal  to  the  kind  that  it  would  take  to 
blast  tunnels  and  build  numerous  bridges  would  be  of  great  jeopardy  to  these 
waters. 

This  area  of  the  forest  is  a  primary  source  of  watershed  particularly  for 
Sunland-Tujunga  (the  City  of  LA)  and  is  the  last  City  source  of  clean  ground 
water;  it  should  therefore  remain  completely  undisturbed. 

There  is  not  only  the  wildlife  corridor  which  runs  along  the  south  side  of  the 
wash  and  the  road,  but  the  entire  area  is  networked  with  wildlife  corridors 
which  follow  and  cross  the  wash  in  many  and  various  places.  What  of  the 
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lions,  bobcats,  coyotes,  deer,  and  other  wildlife  that  depend  on  these  paths  to 
travel  through  this  area? 

There  is  no  way  that  the  bullet  train  can  come  out  of  the  forest  at  the  mouth  of 
the  river  located  in  Sunland  without  building  a  massive  structural  bridge  to 
keep  the  train  out  of  flood  water,  to  cross  Oro  Vista  Pvt  (a  city  street  crossing 
the  river)  which  gives  access  to  the  Riverwood  Ranch  development,  to  be 
able  to  go  over  the  State  Preserve  and  the  Angeles  Golf  Course,  over  Foothill 
Blvd,  and  over  the  210  Freeway,  but  necessary  to  prevent  the  eventual  and 
inevitable  flooding  of  the  tracks.  This  bridge  would  be  a  costly  and 
environmental  disaster.  In  order  for  residents  of  Riverwood  Ranch  to  go  to  the 
market  or  the  gas  station,  the  residents  would  have  to  cross  under  this 
massive  bridge  which  would  abut  a  nine-acre  park  and  a  wildlife  corridor,  and 
frankly  such  a  structure  would  be  very  ugly  in  an  area  where  the  views  of  the 
SFV  and  the  Angeles  Forest  are  magnificent.  This  is  after  all  the  entrance  to 
the  Angeles  National  Forest. 

The  horse  area  located  along  the  Big  T  Wash  in  the  Forest  all  the  way  to 
Hansen  Dam  would  be  destroyed.  To  ride  horses  in  a  proximity  to  a  bullet 
train  would  be  very  risky  and  foolish.  This  train  would  devastate  one  of  the 
largest  horse  areas  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  including  Lopez  Canyon, 
Pacoima,  Lake  View  Terrace,  Shadow  Hills,  Sunland,  Tujunga,  and  along  the 
Big  T  Wash  in  the  Forest.  Five  or  so  years  ago,  Wendy  Greuel  passed  a 
motion  in  LA  City  Council  which  permanently  MINIMIZES  the  residential 
building  DENSITY  for  these  “A"  zoned  properties  from  just  east  of  Oro  Vista 
Ave  along  Big  Tujunga  Road  to  the  City  Line  in  order  to  maintain  a  rural 
buffer  zone  between  the  wilderness  and  urban  housing.  A  bullet  train  would 
undermine  the  intent  of  this  “non-repealable”  General  Plan  Amendment.  So 
what  happens  to  that  community  and  city  intent? 

The  Scenic  Corridor  Specific  Plan  calls  for  only  two  places  where  horse  riders 
may  gather  for  a  community  ride  and  one  of  those  places  is  located  in  the 
nine  acre  park,  Oro  Vista  Park,  mentioned  above.  The  Public  Intent  for  this 
area  is  for  rural  enjoyment  in  a  peaceful,  agriculturally  zoned  area. 

And  attached  are  my  comments  sent  yesterday,  eb 

From:  Elaine  Brown 
11445  Skyland  Rd 
Sunland,  CA  91040 

There  are  so  many  reasons  to  stay  away  from  trying  to  build  a  HSR  through 
the  Angeles  National  Forest. 

First,  there  is  the  fact  that  the  San  Gabriel  mountains  are  networked  with 
earthquake  faults.  Locally,  there  is  a  major  fault  that  dumped  tons  of  debris 
closing  Big  Tujunga  Road  in  Sunland  after  the  1971  Sylmar  quake.  Can  you 
imagine  what  would  happen  if  there  were  a  major  accident  in  the  middle  of  an 
isolated  area  of  the  National  Forest?  The  train  would  pass  over  many  high 
bridges,  travel  along  steep  drops,  and  through  numerous  tunnels  where 
access  in  case  of  an  accident  would  be  very  difficult. 

Second,  what  of  the  chaos  that  would  be  generated  by  the  construction  and 
the  ongoing  affect  of  the  train  after  completion.  Most  troubling  is  that  no 
thought  appears  to  have  taken  place  about  the  traffic  from  hundreds  of  work 
trucks  and  workers  plus  massive  machinery  invading  the  Forest  to  blast 
tunnels,  build  bridges  and  lay  track  or  the  chaos  that  explosions  would  bring 
to  our  sensitive  Angeles  wildlife.  The  Forest  is  full  of  wildlife  that  lives  now  in 
relative  peace  and  quiet,  and  this  is  what  we  want  for  our  wildlife  not  trains 
particularly  ones  that  move  200  mph  disturbing  them.  How  do  you  blast  a 
number  of  tunnels  and  build  bridges  without  ruining  the  serenity  of  this  natural 
National  Forest  environment?  Again,  what  happens  to  the  wildlife?  Does 
anyone  really  think  this  is  a  good  idea?  I  cannot  fathom  that  anyone  would, 
but  it  seems  that  Los  Angeles  County  Supervisor  Antonovich  does.  And 
disturbing  the  rural  lifestyle  of  our  area  seems  to  be  okay  with  him,  too. 
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I  am  appalled  that  Supervisor  Antonovich  would  take  the  side  of  one  rural 
area  in  the  Antelope  Valley  and  sell  out  another  in  Sunland,  Lake  View 
Terrace  and  Lopez  Canyon.  I  live  in  Sunland  in  LA  City  on  agricultural 
property  where  I  care  for  a  number  of  rescued  animals  including  nine  rescued 
equine.  If  the  bullet  train  should  come  through  the  National  Forest  as  it 
appears  the  Supervisor  imagines,  it  would  zip  right  along  a  wildlife  corridor,  fly 
by  our  development  of  "A2"  properties  at  200  mph  in  the  Big  Tujunga 
riverbed,  through  Lake  View  Terrace  where  nearly  all  are  agriculturally  zoned 
properties  populated  with  domestic  animals,  and  "around  Hanson  Dam” 
where  there  is  a  wildlife  refuge.  All  of  this  area  is  just  as  rural  as  Acton  and 
Sand  Canyon  which  are  already  located  close  to  the  14  Freeway  although 
few  homes  exist  very  close  to  that  corridor  whereas  there  are  many  rural 
homes  in  the  Forest,  in  Sunland  and  in  LVT  located  along  the  Big  Tujunga 
wash. 

Third,  the  Big  Tujunga  wash  is  subject  to  extreme  flooding  in  rainy  years.  In 
1 969,  FEMA  did  a  study  of  the  Big  T ujunga  flood  that  took  place  in  order  to 
better  understand  the  shifting  of  the  alluvial  soils  in  this  wash.  The  Foothills 
bridge  was  destroyed  by  that  flood  as  were  several  homes. 

Fourth,  the  14  and  5  Freeways  are  ideal  to  bring  this  project  through  for  they 
are  already  oriented  for  traffic.  A  bullet  train  would  make  little  difference.  The 
roads  and  infrastructure  are  already  there,  the  traffic  is  already  there,  workers 
and  equipment  would  have  easy  access  to  the  project,  and  no  Bears  or  Deer 
would  die  to  build  another  train  with  a  higher  speed.  If  an  accident,  triggered 
by  an  earthquake  happened,  the  track  would  be  within  easy  access  of  First 
Responders. 

Fifth,  is  the  cost.  What  would  the  additional  cost  be  for  a  13-mile  shorter  route 
which  would  decrease  the  travel  time  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  by  less  than 
four  minutes  at  200  mph?  How  can  shorter  by  13  miles  and  three  plus 
minutes  logically  compensate  for  the  additional  dollars,  the  permanent 
environmental  risks,  the  disturbance  to  rural  properties  located  along  the 
riverbed,  and  the  chaos  a  Forest  route  would  create?  And  it  is  certainly  not  a 
more  direct  route. 

Please  use  some  common  sense.  Bring  the  HSR  down  along  the  already 
existing  transportation  corridors,  the  14  and  5  Freeways,  and  leave  our  rural 
properties,  and  the  Angeles  National  Forest  in  peace. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #424  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Michael 

Alvidrez 


00000 

malvidrez@earthlink.net 
Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Hello, 


I  am  contacting  your  agency  to  state  my  objection  to  the  HSR  project.  As  a 
public  stakeholder,  I  believe  this  proposal  is  a  determent  to  the 
surrounding  community  of  citizens,  the  environment  and  the  ecosystems  of  all 
who  share  public  use  of  the  current  trail  mountain/access. 

Regards, 

Diane  Bumford 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #816  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/15/2014 

No 

9/12/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Carrie 

Burrell 


10561  Mahoney  Drive 

Shadow  Hills 

CA 

91040 

CBurrell@MissionValleyBank.com 


Yes 

Sent  via  email 
September  10,  2014 
Mark  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  --  Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N.  Alameda  Avenue  -  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


I  am  a  homeowner  in  Shadow  Hills,  CA.  Because  I  am  unable  to  attend  the 
upcoming  September  16,  2014,  Board  Meeting  to  provide  my  comments  with 
regard  to  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  proposed  alternate  route  in  person,  I  am 
writing  to  you  today  to  express  my  deep  concerns  regarding  the  'alternative 
proposal'  wherein  the  HSRA  is  studying  the  feasibility  of  tunneling  through  the 
San  Gabriel  Mountains  in  order  to  a)  avoid  the  conflicts  experienced  with  the 
communities  /  politicians  of  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  b)  establish  a  more 
direct  route  to  the  Burbank  Airport  proposed  station. 


While  news  of  this  sort  is  never  welcome,  the  manner  in  which  this  alternate 
route  was  announced  to  the  communities  involved  was  so  poorly  thought  out 
that  it  has  done  nothing  more  than  confuse,  frighten  and  enrage  those  that 
may  (or  may  not)  be  affected.  How  is  it  possible  that  an  esteemed  group  of 
business  people  such  as  yourself  and  your  fellow  Board  Members  proceeded 
with  a  plan  to  rollout  'Scoping  Meetings'  wherein  no  real  information  was 
shared,  and  worse  -  no  direct  questions  were  answered.  Property  Owners 
throughout  the  areas  possibly  effected  deserved  more  than  the  'Dog  &  Pony 
Show'  they  received.  These  errors  aside,  allow  me  to  remind  you  of  the  real 
concerns  those  of  us  that  may  (or  may  not)  be  impacted  by  the  alternative 
route  share: 


1)  Will  our  homes  be  taken  by  the  rules  Eminent  Domain?  Almost  worse, 
how  negatively  will  our  property  values  be  impacted  should  the  HSRA  not 
need  to  actually  acquire  our  property,  but  instead  daylight  a  200  mph  train 
within  our  immediate  area? 
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2)  My  understanding  is  that  the  original  HSR  project  specifications  (within 
Prop  1A)  stated  that  the  route  would  follow  existing  transportation  /  utility 
corridors.  To  my  knowledge,  there  are  NO  EXISTING  TRANSPORTATION 
or  UTILITY  CORRIDORS  within  the  Angeles  National  Forrest,  nor  in  Shadow 
Hills. 


3)  The  absurdity  of  performing  an  EIS  encompassing  the  entire  area 
presented  (as  a  possible  alternative  route)  to  identify  an  appropriate  150  - 
200  foot  wide  trail  /  tunnel  (Michelle  Boehm,  08/14/14)  only  serves  to  further 
demonstrate  the  complete  lack  of  respect  for  the  tax  dollars  which  have  been 
entrusted  to  the  HSRA  (sadly,  by  misguided  &  mislead  voters). 


4)  Lastly  -  though  certainly  not  least,  the  significant  impact  on  wildlife  as 
well  as  the  Angeles  National  Forest  itself. 

On  a  personal  note,  my  husband  and  I  have  created  a  beautiful  home  with 
views  of  the  entire  San  Fernando  Valley.  We  have  (and  continue  to)  work 
very  hard  to  maintain  what  we  hope  to  be  a  legacy  for  our  family.  Having  had 
one  home  destroyed  in  the  Northridge  Earthquake,  I  am  fearful  of  losing  yet 
another  (or  the  equity  which  have  worked  so  hard  to  build)  to  something  far 
worse.  While  the  first  was  destroyed  by  an  act  of  God  -  this  time  it  would  be 
by  the  acts  of  bureaucrats  -  something  I  personally  find  much  harder  to 
recover  from. 

In  closing  Mr.  McLoughlin  (and  all  of  you  copied  on  this  email),  I  ask  how  you 
may  have  reacted  should  you  have  found  the  HSRA  Public  Scoping  Meeting 
Notice  in  your  mailbox  one  evening,  attended  the  meeting  to  learn  more 
about  the  project  -  only  to  have  been  told  nothing  of  real  value  -  though  you 
were  given  a  brochure  describing  the  means  in  which  the  HSRA  could  take 
your  home,  yet  not  enough  information  to  determine  if  the  threat  is  real? 

While  I  fully  understand  that  engineers  can  accomplish  anything  given 
enough  money  -  have  you  not  ever  asked  yourself  "Does  this  project  truly 
make  sense?" 

Respectfully, 

Carrie  Burrell 

Carrie  Burrell 

10561  Mahoney  Drive 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 

carrieburrell@earthlink.net 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 

Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

In  Opposition  to  CAHSR  Project,  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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AUGUST  29  2014 

MR  JEFF  MORALES  CEO 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  St  Ste  800 
Sacramento  Ca.  95814 

I  am  totally  opposed  to  any  type  of  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  anywhere 
near  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  for  that  fact  I  am  totally  opposed  to 
the  High  Speed  Rail  of  any  type.  We  are  spending  $25  Billion  on 
Illegal's  and  Brown  is  trying  to  tell  us  our  Budget  is  balanced  when 
it  is  not  (Still  have  unfunded  programs) 

I  live  in  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  am  a  Realtor  of  41  years.  I  cannot 
stand  buy  while  you  people  in  Sacramento  continue  to  waste  my  tax  money 
when  so  many  other  things  such  as  Streets  need  attention  and  our  gas  money 
taxes  was  supposed  to  cover  this  (many  times) 

1 .  Also  do  not  increase  our  Gas  Tax  -  The  Rail  will  not  help  this  situation 
at  all. 

2.  Do  you  know  how  close  your  rail  may  come  to  our  schools 

3.  What  about  Earthquakes? 

4.  NO  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  ANYWHERE  IN  CALIFORNIA 


CHSRA  DAN  RICHARD 
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AUGUST  29  2014 

MR  JEFF  MORALES  CEO 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  St  Ste  800 
Sacramento  Ca.  95814 

I  am  totally  opposed  to  any  type  of  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  anywhere 
near  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  for  that  fact  I  am  totally  opposed  to 
the  High  Speed  Rail  of  any  type.  We  are  spending  $25  Billion  on 
Illegal's  and  Brown  is  trying  to  tell  us  our  Budget  is  balanced  when 
it  is  not  (Still  have  unfunded  programs) 

I  live  in  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  am  a  Realtor  of  41  years.  I  cannot 
stand  buy  while  you  people  in  Sacramento  continue  to  waste  my  tax  money 
when  so  many  other  things  such  as  Streets  need  attention  and  our  gas  money 
taxes  was  supposed  to  cover  this  (many  times) 

1 .  Also  do  not  increase  our  Gas  Tax  -  The  Rail  will  not  help  this  situation 
at  all. 

2.  Do  you  know  how  close  your  rail  may  come  to  our  schools 

3.  What  about  Earthquakes? 

4.  NO  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  ANYWHERE  IN  CALIFORNIA 


CHSRA  DAN  RICHARD 
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Ms  Joan  Carol  Byrd 
PO  Box  563 
Castaic  CA  91310 


Sftraro  CUMRITA  CA  M3 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #384  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jerry 

Last  Name  : 

Byrd 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

9532  La  Canada  Way 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818-430-4189 

Email  : 

jb65@sbcglobal.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Dear  Mr  McLoughlin, 

We  are  writing  to  voice  our  opposition  to  the  500-square-mile  new  study  area 
proposed  by  Supervisor  Antonovich.  Our  neighborhood  of  Shadow  hills  is 
directly  in  the  path  of  this  area.  As  residents,  we  can  assure  you  there  is  no 
path  through  the  Big  Tujunga  wash,  Sunland,  or  Lakeview  Terrace  that  will 
not  destroy  our  community  and/or  degrade  sensitive  environmental  habitats. 

We  are  not  opposed  to  HSR,  however  the  route  must  be  through  commercial 
or  industrial  areas,  so  that  you  will  not  destroy  neighborhoods.  The  original 
proposed  path  along  the  14  and  5  freeways  is  far  superior. 

We  have  one  of  the  last  equestrian  neighborhoods  left  in  Los  Angeles,  and 
the  resisdents  here  have  long  fought  to  preserve  it.  Make  no  mistake,  to 
even  consider  bringing  the  rail  through  here  will  is  doomed  to  failure  and 
would  be  a  massive  waste  of  taxpayer  money.  The  community  is  rising  up, 
and  this  is  just  the  beginning. 

Please  join  us  and  stop  this  proposal  dead  in  its  tracks! 

Sincerely, 

Jerry  and  Marisa  Byrd 
9532  La  Canada  Way 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
(818)430-4189 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  SR  14,  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1111  (Susan  Cahill,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #283  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan 

Cahill 


CA 

00000 

susan_cahill@hotmail.com 


No 

Dear  Mr.  Morales, 


This  is  to  request  consideration  of  alternative  viable  options  for  the  proposed 
high-speed  rail  route  along  the  14  freeway  in  north  Los  Angeles  County.  It 
appears  that  a  tunnel  oriented  alternative  could  provide  a  more  direct,  faster, 
and  more  cost  effective  route,  which  would  also  be  less  community-invasive. 

It  is  important  to  minimize  any  negative  impact  on  local  schools  and 
residential  housing  along  the  HSR  route.  Please  take  this  into  consideration 
when  deciding  on  the  route  between  the  Antelope  and  San  Fernando  Valleys. 

Thank  you. 

Susan  Cahill 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Unknown 
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Submission  1112  (Camille  Caiozzo,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #526  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Camille 

Caiozzo 


10540  McBroom  Street 

Shadow  Hills 

CA 

91040 

ccaiozzo@yahoo.com 


August  29,  2014 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of 
Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

RE:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 
Dear  Director  McLoughlin: 

I  understand  that  the  Shadow  Hills 

rural  residential  area  is  potentially  going  to  be  greatly  impacted  by  the  High 
Speed  Rail  route  that  is  to  be  developed  in  the  North  Los  Angeles  County 
area. 

Please  note  that  as  a  property  owner  and  horse  owner  in  Shadow  Hills,  I 
strongly  object  to  any  plan  that  may  impact  this  area  due  to  the  following: 

*  The  plan  currently  defines  a'Vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor  - 
New  Study  Area." 

*  It  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map 
that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting 
so  many  people  under  the  cloud  of  HSR. 

*  Shadow  Hills  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative  line  and  that 
you  are  opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash 
and  Shadow  Hills.  This  is  defined  as  an  agricultural,  rural  area  with  defined 
natural  habitats  for  animals  in  the  Big  Tujunga/Little  Tujunga/Mitigation  areas. 
Lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not  residential  or 
sensitive  environmental. 

*  The  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  raises  insurmountable  costs  and  is 
infeasible. 
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*  Great  impact  on  property  values,  scenic  highway,  earthquake  faults,  federal 
waters  and  endangered  species,  noise  and  air  pollution,  threat  to  equestrian 
lifestyle  and  destruction  of  our  community. 

*  Our  area  has  already  been  greatly  impacted  by  transit  solutions  such  as 
trains,  freeways  and  airports. 

Therefore,  I  plead  with  you  to 

consider  the  original  Route  14  and  5  alternatives  as  being  far  superior. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and 
consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Camille  Caiozzo,  Ph.D. 

10540  McBroom  Street,  Shadow  Hills, 

CA  91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1113  (Carla  and  Shawn  Caldwell,  August  30,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #445  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mark  A.  McLoughlin: 

We  strongly  object  to  the  construction  of  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section 
of  the  High  Speed  Rail.  In  fact,  we  strongly  object  to  the  entire  debacle 
on  so  many  levels. 

First  of  all,  the  benefit  to  cost  ratio  to  our  community  is  completely 
upside  down.  We  receive  absolutely  no  beneficial  value  at  all.  There  will 
be  such  a  devastating  impact  on  our  community  in  many  ways.  Our 
community 

relies  on  private  wells  and  septic  systems  and  this  construction  project 
will  destroy  our  underground  aquifer  system  and  therefore  will  negatively 
effect  each  and  every  resident.  This  will  in  turn  create  financial  ruin  by 
drastically  lowering  property  values. 

The  vibration  pollution  will  not  only  disturb  livestock  and  pets,  but  also 
the  natural  wildlife  habitats  of  the  area. 

Noise  pollution,  electromagnetic  interference  and  radiation  also  result 
in  negative  impacts  to  our  environment. 

Also  there  is  the  possibility  of  instability  due  to  the  earthquake  faults 
in  the  area  . 

California  is  in  a  very  dangerous  drought  right  now.  Where  does  the  High 
Speed  Rail  Commission  plan  to  get  water  for  the  actual  construction  portion 
of  this  project? 

As  long  time  residents  of  Acton,  we  wish  to  again  voice  our  strong 
objection  to  this  project. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Carla 

Caldwell 


Acton 

CA 

93510 

cald4him@gmail.com 


Sincerely, 

Shawn  and  Carla  Caldwell 
Acton,  CA  93510 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1114  (Wendy  Calhoun,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #538  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Wendy 

Last  Name  : 

Calhoun 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

26852  Canyon  End  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

BenF1706@ca.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

August  28,  2014 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 


I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County. 


Allow  me  to  impress  upon  you  the  following  points: 


A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  is  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the 
above 

ground  alignment. 

C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 
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Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Wendy  Calhoun 
26852  Canyon  End  Rd. 

Canyon  Country,  Ca.  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1115  (Maryley  Camacho,  August  28,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #584  DETAIL 

Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone 
Email  : 

Cell  Phone 


No 

The  Cesar  E.  Chavez  memorial  in  the  City  of  San  Fernando  is  in  danger  of 
being  destroyed  if  the  proposed  SR  14  High  Speed  Rail  Project  is  approved 
to  travel  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale  using  the  existing  railways.  Therefore  I 
support  the  alternative  would  be  to  tunnel  directly  through  the  San  Gabriel 
Mountains. 

As  a  member  of  the  Public  Art  Initiative  working  to  make  and  preserve 
public  art,  this  idea  of  a  high  speed  rail  way  coming  through  and 
destroying  everything  in  its  path  really  angers  me.  I  am  all  for  looking 
for  transportation  alternatives  (I  take  the  Metro  everywhere!)  but  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  destruction  of  culture  and  history.  I  do  not  understand  how 
the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  can  proposed  to  destroy  one  of  the 
largest  Cesar  E.  Chavez  memorials  that  includes  a  100  foot  mural  by 
respected  muralist  Ignacio  Gomez,  a  bronze  statue,  an  eagle  water  fountain 
and  10  metal  figures  that  show  farm  workers  in  flight  to  empowerment.  It  is 
beautiful! 

SAVE  OUR  CULTURE  AND  COMMUNITY  PRIDE! 

DON'T  DESTROY  OUR  PUBLIC  ART  AND  MEMORIAL  FOR  CESAR  E. 
CHAVEZ! 

*Maryley  Camacho* 

*(818)  929-5853  Mobile* 

*maryleyc@gmail.com  <maryleyc@gmail.com>* 

*www. Iinkedin.com/in/maryley*  <http://www.linkedin.com/in/maryley> 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


00000 

818-929-5853 

maryleyc@gmail.com 


Project  Email 

Maryley 

Camacho 
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Submission  1116  (Linda  Campanella  J  auron,  Resident,  September  11,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #780  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/11/2014 

9/11/2014 

Public  Meeting 

Public  Meeting  Participant 

Website 

Linda 

Campanella  Jauron 

Homeowner 

Resident 


San  Fernando 

CA 

91340 

818-361-0509 

Icampa5000@aol.com 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Yes 

Please  do  not  ghettoize  our  beautiful  little  San  Fernando  by  routing  the  high¬ 
speed  rail  system  through  our  city  limits. 


There  is  a  viable  and  much  less  destructive  alternative  that  must  be  utilized  in 
order  to  protect  neighborhoods,  public  spaces,  and  business  districts  through 
the  San  Fernando  and  Santa  Clarita  valleys. 

The  planned  Valley  route  will  allow  a  high-speed  train  virtually  to  fly  passed  a 
middle  school  and  our  police  station,  and  there  has  been  no  word  on  what 
would  become  of  our  carefully  constructed  and  maintained  bike  path.  There 
also  seems  to  be  no  comment  on  how  it  would  impact  the  Metrolink  childcare 
center  or  our  Chavez  Memorial,  the  first  such  memorials  in  the  country. 

The  proposed  route  would  nearly  cut  our  community  in  half.  The  City  of  San 
Fernando  is  an  historically  significant  California  landmark,  which  has  faced 
and  conquered  many  challenges  over  the  years.  We  are  working  so  hard  to 
maintain  and  upgrade  our  neighborhoods  and  protect  our  business  districts. 

Please  choose  the  Angeles  Forest  alternative,  and  SAVE  OUR  CITY  FROM 
WHAT  COULD  BE  LITERAL  DESTRUCTION! 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1117  (Mark  Campbell,  August  7,  2014) 
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Submission  1118  (Julianne  and  Larry  Carlson,  August  26,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #639  DETAIL 
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Carlson 
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Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 


CA 

00000 

juliannecc@sbcglobal.net 


My  first  choice  for  this  project  would  be  to  eliminate  it  entirely. 

If  you  can't  eliminate  this  useless  "train  to  nowhere"  please  know  that  this 
Sand  Canyon  Resident  is  strongly  opposed  to  this  project. 


I  am  writing  to  Support  the  alternate  alignment  plan  directly  from  Burbank  to 
Palmdale,  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by 
Supervisor  Antonovich). 


We  adamantly  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment  as  it  is: 

1 .  Much  too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school 
children  in  danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the 
classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods,  reducing 
property  values  and  scraps  our  retirement  equity. 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  horrendously  negative  for  all  residents  throughout 
the  East  end  of  Santa  Clarita  with  the  number  of  trains  planned.  Again  quality 
of  life  issues  and  property  values  deminished 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita.  Same  issues  as  above 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community  which  would  help  bring 
back  the  property  values  that  have  already  been  affected  by  the  last 
economic  downturn. 


6.  Legal  costs  due  to  residents  opposition  will  be  extensive  adding  further  to 
projected  costs  and  already  massive  budget  overrun. 


Julianne  C.  Carlson 
Larry  E  Carlson 

Sand  Canyon  Property  Owners  with  school  age  child 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #441  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  a  property  owner  in  Tujunga  CA  and  I  am  totally  against  the  alternate 

proposed  route  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  going  through  or  under  via 
tunneling  the  Angeles  or  San  Gabriel  Moutains  by  Little  Tujunga  and  Big 
Tujunga  Canyons. 

I  support  the  original  plan  of  building  the  railway  along  the  interstate  (5)  and 
(14)  freeways. 

Do  not  drill  in  out  beloved  mountains  and  ruin  the  natural  habitate. 

Thank  You. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Gail 

Carlson 


11416  Dellmont  Dr. 

Tujunga 

CA 

91042 

auntiegailspets@yahoo.com 


Gail  J  Carlson 
11416  Dellmont  Dr. 

Tujunga,  CA  91042 

Sunland  Sunland  Tujunga  Neighborhood  Council  Region  2  Rep. 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Professional  Title  : 
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Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 
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State  : 
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Email  : 
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Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 
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Individual 

Project  Email 

Caryn 

Carruthers 


00000 

csrcsrs@yahoo.com 

:  Ladies  and  Gentlemen: 


I  am  a  resident  of  Kagel  Canyon  and  have  been  for  almost  12  years.  My 
husband  and  I  have  enjoyed  living  in  the  area  for  many  reasons, 
notwithstanding  the  peace  and  quiet  and  country-like  atmosphere,  which  are 
some  of  the  reasons  why  we  moved  from  North  Hills  to  be  here. 

Our  area  in  and  around  us,  the  Tujunga  canyons,  the  mountains  and  Angeles 
National  Forest,  the  animals  who  live  there,  the  many  endangered  species  of 
plants  and  animals,  the  aquifer  which  supplies  many  of  our  wells,  and  the 
damage  to  our  forest,  are  but  a  few  of  the  reasons  why  this  proposed  project 
should  not  even  be  considered  to  come  through  this  area  by  way  of  tunneling 
into  the  mountains  here.  This  is  foolhardy  and  is  by  no  means  the  answer  to 
this  project.  Using  the  roadways  that  already  exist  (14  Freeway)  to  have  the 
train  run  along  with  makes  much  more  sense  and  does  not  disturb  anything  in 
the  natural  structure. 

Yes,  the  population  along  the  14  has  grown,  which  is  not  a  reason  for 
government  types  and  elected  officials  like  yourselves  to  take  advantage  of 
your  constituents  on  this  side  of  the  San  Gabriels.  These  areas  are  older, 
more  established,  and  must  be  listened  to  with  equanimity,  and  not  as 
second-class  citizens.  We  elected  you  and  do  demand  that  we  be  listened  to 
as  you  seem  to  listen  to  your  other  constituents. 

By  tunneling  under  the  mountains  for  this  project,  you  are  also  jeopardizing 
the  stability  of  the  area.  Tunneling  under  Shadow  Hills  and  the  other 
surrounding  areas  is  a  travesty.  The  Environmental  Impact  Reports  would 
hopefully  bear  this  out.  That  is,  unless  you  all  get  in  their  so-called  pocket. 
Needless  to  say,  with  all  that  government  has  done  to  the  detriment  of  many 
of  your  constituents,  I  feel  compelled  to  say  this. 

I  am  not  a  so-called  "tree-hugger,"  but  I  have  skin  in  the  game  here.  Please 
make  sure  you  look  at  both  sides  of  the  picture  and  not  just  as  a  financial 
foray/boondoggle. 

Sincerely, 
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Caryn  Carruthers  Walter 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1121  (Ramie  Case,  September  11,  2014) 


September  9,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  and  Burbank  to  Palmdale 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  have  lived  in  Sunland  since  1995.  I  opened  a  childcare  center  at  the  base  of  the  foothills  in 
Sunland  in  2004.  I  have  been  a  docent/naturalist  for  the  County  of  Los  Angeles  since  1994.  I 
have  a  long  history  of  education,  involvement  and  protection  of  our  natural  resources. 

I  strongly  oppose  to  the  proposed  route  from  County  Supervisor  M  icheal  D.  Antonovich  for 
the  high  speed  rail  route  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale.  To  go  directly  through  several  small 
communities  and  tunnel  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest  is  completely  irresponsible  and 
short  sighted.  M  y  objections  are  based  on  several  issues. 

1)  Recently  there  has  been  discussion  of  making  the  Angeles  National  Forest  as  a  national  park. 
And  the  next  week,  there  is  discussion  about  putting  in  tunnels  for  a  high  speed  rail.  How  can 
those  two  things  co-exist?  The  construction  will  cause  severe  damage  to  an  already  challenged 
natural  environment.  We  have  so  few  natural  places  left,  we  need  to  protect  them  all. 

2)  The  number  of  earthquake  faults  in  the  San  Gabriel  mountains  and  the  instability  of  the  area 
would  guarantee  that  when  the  next  big  earthquake  comes  -  and  it  will  -  this  high  speed  rail 
will  be  damaged.  And  cost  us  more  tax  dollars  to  fix.  Not  to  mention  the  potential  loss  of  life 
(and  I've  heard  why  it  would  be  less  dangerous  than  a  "freeway"  but  I  don't  believe  it). 

3)  The  communities  that  exist  along  the  foothills  are  special  in  their  unique  locations  and 
personalities.  They  have  more  of  a  small  town  feel  than  a  big  city  feel.  Having  a  high  speed 
rail  go  through  this  area  will  be  devastating  to  an  area  that  already  has  become  the  dumping 
ground  for  the  City  of  Los  Angeles'  homeless  population.  It  cuts  us  up  more  and  divides  us 
more.  How  can  that  be  good  for  a  community? 

No  one  seems  to  care  about  the  craziness  caused  by  closing  our  local  freeway  on  and  off  ramps 
for  construction  on  the  210.  We're  not  a  big  city.  There  are  not  a  lot  of  ways  around  this.  Big 
construction  projects  are  designed  for  a  supposed  overall  big  picture  but  the  planners  tend  to 
forget  or  under  estimate  the  impact  they  have  on  the  real  people  that  live  in  the  communities. 

I  can't  even  imagine  the  impact  or  the  duration  of  the  impact  this  would  have  on  our 
community. 
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4)  Why  are  we  encouraging  transportation  to  an  area  like  Palmdale?  They  live  in  a  desert  - 
not  an  occasional  desert  like  environment  -  but  an  actual  desert!  I  don't  think  that  it's  in  our 
state's  long  term  interest  to  continue  to  encourage  people  to  live  in  areas  that  do  not  have 
water.  It  just  doesn't  make  sense.  The  information  I've  read  said  that  the  commute  would  be 
reduced  to  or  by  15  minutes.  Why  is  my  community  going  to  be  disrupted  permanently  and 
the  mountain  environment  adversely  impacted  so  they  can  have  a  shorter  commute?  No  one 
cares  about  my  commute  time  but  I'm  supposed  be  concerned  about  improving  the  commute 
time  for  the  folks  in  Palmdale  -  a  place  they  shouldn't  be  in  the  first  place? 


To  recap,  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  the  proposed  route  form  County  Supervisor  M  icheal  D. 
Antonovich  for  the  high  speed  rail  route  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale. 


Sincerely, 


Ramie  Case 
8735  Owens  St 
Sunland,  CA  91040 
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Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environ  menial  Services 
Attention:  Patmdafe  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EtS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Sheet,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #369  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Allen 

Last  Name  : 

Castro 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

31255  Aliso  Canyon  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Palmdale 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93550 

Telephone  : 

661-312-9611 

Email  : 

allen@firemanlandscape.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Scoping  Comment  Card 


Statewide  Planning  Only,  Burbank  -  Los  Angeles,  Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Yes 

CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Name:  Allen  Castro 
Date:  08/30/2014 

Meeting  Location:  Acton/Agua  Dulce  Library 
Affiliation:  Resident  of  Acton  Area 

Address:  31255  Aliso  Canyon  Road,  Palmdale,  CA  93550<x-apple-data- 
detectors://1/0> 

Email:  aljjus@yahoo.com<mailto:aljjus@yahoo.com> 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OURMAILING  LIST?"  (Check  ill 
thaiapply)  STATEWIDE  YES 

PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  YES 

'NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formalrequest  to  receive  legal  notices. 
MBURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES  YES 

PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTALISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE 
CONCERNEDWITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE 
PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

EIR/EIS  should  address  Wildlife  Connectivity  in  Angeles  Forest  proposed 
route. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  site  specific  impacts  and  allow  for  maintenance  of  wildlife 
movement  through  the  landscape  and  surrounding  habitat  reserves  and  other 
natural  areas. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  threatened,  endangered,  proposed  candidate  and 
sensitive  species  in  HSR  routes. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  fire  risk  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  surrounding 
communities  associated  with  construction,  use  and  maintenance  of  HSR. 
EIR/EIS  analysis  of  Clean  Air  Act  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  effects  of 
HSR  on  Angeles  Forest  vegetation,  the  long-term,  cumulative  and  indirect 
effects  to  air  quality. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  to  consider  visual  impact  for  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Angeles  Forest  residents  who  have  scenic  views  from  their  homes  and  travel 
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corridors.  Also  study  noise  and  vibration  impact  for  all  residents. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  noise  and  startle  effects  on  Angeles  Forest  wildlife, 
particularly  riparian  birds,  and  the  noise  effect  on  wildlife  movement  and 
connectivity. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  waters  and  wells  of  homes 
surrounding  proposed  routes  sites. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  water/wells  of  local  water  hauling 
companies. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  how  the  Angeles  Forest  Alternative  will  be  consistent  with 
the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Santa  Clara  River  Upper  Watershed 
Protection  Plan. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  the  impact  on  the  Pacific  Coast  Trail  and  consider 
passage  corridor  designs  and  mitigations  that  respond  to  the  impacts. 

EIR/EIS  should  identify  where  proposed  stations,  parking  lots  and  additional 
required  infrastructure  will  be  located  and  the  impacts  from  station 
development. 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL 
ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

Angeles  National  Forest  has  many  Native  American  sites  of  historical 
importance.  There  is  an  active  archeological  excavation  that  is  on  the 
property  surrounding  Aliso  Creek  in  Arrastre  Canyon  in  Acton  within  the 
newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  Route.  Please  consult  with  Dr.  Joseph  S. 
(Noble)  Eisenlauer  -  Professor  of  Archaeology  at  Pierce  College,  6201 
Winnetka  Ave.  Woodland  Hills,  California  91371<x-apple-data-detectors://2> 
Phone:  81 8-71 0-41 00<tel:81 8-71 0-41 00>. 

AT&T  was  not  allowed  toexcavate/disturb  the  ground  along  Aliso  Canyon 
Road  in  2002  to  replace  the  underlying  cable  due  to  the  Native  American 
sites  of  historical  importance. 

Soledad  Canyon  and  Aliso  Canyon  in  Acton  contain  many  historical  sites. 
Please  consult  with  the  Acton  Historical  Society.  HSR  development  in  these 
areas  should  analyze  impacts  from  large  amounts  of  ground  disturbance  in 
heritage  -rich  areas. 

Tunnel  boring  equipment  used  for  HSR  through  Agua  Dulce,  Acton  and  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  could  disrupt  the  flow  of  water  to  residents’  wells 
nearby  and  miles  away  from  HSR  lines  because  of  the  unique  geology  of  the 
area.  During  this  time  of  record  drought,  well  failure  adds  economic  hardship 
to  residents  who  must  then  buy  water  to  survive  and  dry  wells  devalue  their 
property.  Susan  MacAdams,  the  former  High  Speed  Rail  Planning  Manager 
at  Metro,  said  the  tunneling  proposal  would  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the 
surface  route  and  that  tunneling  would  be  problematic  because  large,  boring 
equipment  must  clear  a  path  beneath  the  5  Freeway  and  major  flood  control 
channels.  “Like  all  other  ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los  Angeles  County, 
there  is  a  mixed  face  of  debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand  and  occasional 
deposits  of  tar  and  oil.  Not  good  for  tunnel  boring  machines.  Not 
recommended,”  MacAdams  wrote  in  a  letter  to  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration. 

The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  intended  to  preserve  the  unique  wild  and  scenic  areas  of  America's 
public  lands.  The  Act  defined  "Wilderness"  as  -  "an  area  where  the  earth  and 
its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a  visitor 
who  does  not  remain."  HSR  through  Angeles  National  Forest  flies  in  the  face 
of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

I  would  also  ask  that  HSR  also  work  closely  with  geologists  not  tied 
economically  to  the  project.  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  have  many  earthquake 
fault  lines  running  through  all  three  proposed  routes.  The  San  Gabriel  Fault 
and  the  Transmission  Line  Fault  run  through  the  proposed  Angeles  Forest 
route. 

ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 
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Why  are  you  spending  tax  payer  money!  I  think  we  have  a  say  as  to  whether 
or  not  we  want  a  200  mile  an  hour  train  going  right  through  our  backyard! 
How  would  Jerry  Brown  like  it  if  it  went  right  through  his  living  room?  I'm  sure 
it  wouldn't  go  through  if  that  was  the  case. 


Allen  Castro 

Allen@firemanlandscape.com<mailto:Allen@firemanlandscape.com> 
Direct  661.312.9611 
Fax  661.392.1093 

www.firemanlandscape.com<http://www.firemanlandscape.com> 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #370  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 
Add  to  Mailing  List : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

AllenLori 

Castro 


31255  Aliso  Canyon  Road 

Palmdale 

CA 

93550 

aljjus@yahoo.com 

Statewide  Planning  Only,  Burbank  - 
Yes 


Los  Angeles,  Palmdale  -  Burbank 


Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Scoping  Comment  Card 


Name:  Lourdes  M.  Castro 
Date:  08/30/2014 

Meeting  Location:  Acton/Agua  Dulce  Library 
Affiliation:  Resident  of  Acton  Area 
Address:  31255  Aliso  Canyon  Road,  Palmdale,  CA  93550 
Email:  aljjus@yahoo.com 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?"  (Check  ill  thai 
apply)  STATEWIDE  YES 

PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  YES 

'NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 
f~\  BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES  YES 

PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE 
CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE 
PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

EIR/EIS  should  address  Wildlife  Connectivity  in  Angeles  Forest  proposed 
route. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  site  specific  impacts  and  allow  for  maintenance  of  wildlife 
movement  through  the  landscape  and  surrounding  habitat  reserves  and  other 
natural  areas. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  threatened,  endangered,  proposed  candidate  and 
sensitive  species  in  HSR  routes. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  fire  risk  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  surrounding 
communities  associated  with  construction,  use  and  maintenance  of  HSR. 
EIR/EIS  analysis  of  Clean  Air  Act  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  effects  of 
HSR  on  Angeles  Forest  vegetation,  the  long-term,  cumulative  and  indirect 
effects  to  air  quality. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  to  consider  visual  impact  for  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Angeles  Forest  residents  who  have  scenic  views  from  their  homes  and  travel 
corridors.  Also  study  noise  and  vibration  impact  for  all  residents. 
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EIR/EIS  analysis  of  noise  and  startle  effects  on  Angeles  Forest  wildlife, 
particularly  riparian  birds,  and  the  noise  effect  on  wildlife  movement  and 
connectivity. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  waters  and  wells  of  homes 
surrounding  proposed  routes  sites. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  water/wells  of  local  water  hauling 
companies. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  how  the  Angeles  Forest  Alternative  will  be  consistent  with 
the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Santa  Clara  River  Upper  Watershed 
Protection  Plan. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  the  impact  on  the  Pacific  Coast  Trail  and  consider 
passage  corridor  designs  and  mitigations  that  respond  to  the  impacts. 

EIR/EIS  should  identify  where  proposed  stations,  parking  lots  and  additional 
required  infrastructure  will  be  located  and  the  impacts  from  station 
development. 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL 
ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

Angeles  National  Forest  has  many  Native  American  sites  of  historical 
importance.  There  is  an  active  archeological  excavation  that  is  on  the 
property  surrounding  Aliso  Creek  in  Arrastre  Canyon  in  Acton  within  the 
newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  Route.  Please  consult  with  Dr.  Joseph  S. 
(Noble)  Eisenlauer  -  Professor  of  Archaeology  at  Pierce  College,  6201 
Winnetka  Ave.  Woodland  Hills,  California  91371  Phone:  818-710-4100. 

AT&T  was  not  allowed  to  excavate/disturb  the  ground  along  Aliso  Canyon 
Road  in  2002  to  replace  the  underlying  cable  due  to  the  Native  American 
sites  of  historical  importance. 

Soledad  Canyon  and  Aliso  Canyon  in  Acton  contain  many  historical  sites. 
Please  consult  with  the  Acton  Historical  Society.  HSR  development  in  these 
areas  should  analyze  impacts  from  large  amounts  of  ground  disturbance  in 
heritage  -rich  areas. 

Tunnel  boring  equipment  used  for  HSR  through  Agua  Dulce,  Acton  and  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  could  disrupt  the  flow  of  water  to  residents’  wells 
nearby  and  miles  away  from  HSR  lines  because  of  the  unique  geology  of  the 
area.  During  this  time  of  record  drought,  well  failure  adds  economic  hardship 
to  residents  who  must  then  buy  water  to  survive  and  dry  wells  devalue  their 
property.  Susan  MacAdams,  the  former  High  Speed  Rail  Planning  Manager 
at  Metro,  said  the  tunneling  proposal  would  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the 
surface  route  and  that  tunneling  would  be  problematic  because  large,  boring 
equipment  must  clear  a  path  beneath  the  5  Freeway  and  major  flood  control 
channels.  “Like  all  other  ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los  Angeles  County, 
there  is  a  mixed  face  of  debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand  and  occasional 
deposits  of  tar  and  oil.  Not  good  for  tunnel  boring  machines.  Not 
recommended,”  MacAdams  wrote  in  a  letter  to  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration. 

The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  intended  to  preserve  the  unique  wild  and  scenic  areas  of  America's 
public  lands.  The  Act  defined  "Wilderness"  as  -  "an  area  where  the  earth  and 
its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a  visitor 
who  does  not  remain."  HSR  through  Angeles  National  Forest  flies  in  the  face 
of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

I  would  also  ask  that  HSR  also  work  closely  with  geologists  not  tied 
economically  to  the  project.  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  have  many  earthquake 
fault  lines  running  through  all  three  proposed  routes.  The  San  Gabriel  Fault 
and  the  Transmission  Line  Fault  run  through  the  proposed  Angeles  Forest 
route. 

ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 

I  just  don't  understand?  Would  you  want  to  live  next  to  a  High-Speed  Rail?  It 
does  not  matter  which  route  is  taken  through  Acton/Agua  Dulce,  this  town  will 
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be  destroyed.  However,  according  to  your  brochure,  "Encourages 
sustainable  community  planning  through  SMART  land  use  and  station- 
oriented  development,  which  also  can  reduce  pressure  to  convert  farmland 
and  other  natural  areas  to  development".  If  you  are  trying  encourage  smart 
land  use  and  avoid  natural  areas  to  be  developed,  why  would  you  even 
consider  going  through  Acton/Agua  Dulce/Angeles  Forest.  Because 
Palmdale  wants  to  be  a  hub?  Also,  you  state  in  your  brochure,  "Benefits  the 
environment  by  improving  air  quality,  and  reducing  GHG  emissions."  What 
happens  during  the  construction  period  and  all  the  damage  it  does  to  this 
town?  What  about  the  long  term  damage  that  is  caused  to  the  environment 
and  the  water.  If  congestion  and  population  are  such  a  great  concern,  why 
did  you  not  just  take 

the  existing  metro  link  and  improve  it  or  add  on?  This  is  not  to  benefit 
California... this  is  to  benefit  the  deep  pockets  behind  this  project. 

The  High  Speed  Rail  is  not  good  for  California!  Initially,  it  was 
misrepresented  when  it  was  put  to  vote.  Put  it  back  out  their  to  get  voted  on. 
Now  that  people  are  aware  of  the  damage  and  corruption,  I  am  sure  it  will 
NOT  pass! 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #721  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/7/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Lourdes 

Last  Name  : 

Castro 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

31257  Aliso  Canyon  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Palmdale 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93550 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

aljjus@yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Scoping  Comment  Card 


Name:  Lourdes  M.  Castro 
Date:  08/30/2014 

Meeting  Location:  Acton/Agua  Dulce  Library 
Affiliation:  Resident  of  Acton  Area 
Address:  31257  Aliso  Canyon  Road,  Palmdale,  CA  93550 
Email:  aljjus@yahoo.com 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?"  (Check  ill  thai 
apply)  STATEWIDE  YES 

PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  YES 

'NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 
f~\  BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES  YES 

PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE 
CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE 
PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

EIR/EIS  should  address  Wildlife  Connectivity  in  Angeles  Forest  proposed 
route. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  site  specific  impacts  and  allow  for  maintenance  of  wildlife 
movement  through  the  landscape  and  surrounding  habitat  reserves  and  other 
natural  areas. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  threatened,  endangered,  proposed  candidate  and 
sensitive  species  in  HSR  routes. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  fire  risk  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  surrounding 
communities  associated  with  construction,  use  and  maintenance  of  HSR. 
EIR/EIS  analysis  of  Clean  Air  Act  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  effects  of 
HSR  on  Angeles  Forest  vegetation,  the  long-term,  cumulative  and  indirect 
effects  to  air  quality. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  to  consider  visual  impact  for  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Angeles  Forest  residents  who  have  scenic  views  from  their  homes  and  travel 
corridors.  Also  study  noise  and  vibration  impact  for  all  residents. 
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EIR/EIS  analysis  of  noise  and  startle  effects  on  Angeles  Forest  wildlife, 
particularly  riparian  birds,  and  the  noise  effect  on  wildlife  movement  and 
connectivity. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  waters  and  wells  of  homes 
surrounding  proposed  routes  sites. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  water/wells  of  local  water  hauling 
companies. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  how  the  Angeles  Forest  Alternative  will  be  consistent  with 
the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Santa  Clara  River  Upper  Watershed 
Protection  Plan. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  the  impact  on  the  Pacific  Coast  Trail  and  consider 
passage  corridor  designs  and  mitigations  that  respond  to  the  impacts. 

EIR/EIS  should  identify  where  proposed  stations,  parking  lots  and  additional 
required  infrastructure  will  be  located  and  the  impacts  from  station 
development. 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL 
ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

Angeles  National  Forest  has  many  Native  American  sites  of  historical 
importance.  There  is  an  active  archeological  excavation  that  is  on  the 
property  surrounding  Aliso  Creek  in  Arrastre  Canyon  in  Acton  within  the 
newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  Route.  Please  consult  with  Dr.  Joseph  S. 
(Noble)  Eisenlauer  -  Professor  of  Archaeology  at  Pierce  College,  6201 
Winnetka  Ave.  Woodland  Hills,  California  91371  Phone:  818-710-4100. 

AT&T  was  not  allowed  to  excavate/disturb  the  ground  along  Aliso  Canyon 
Road  in  2002  to  replace  the  underlying  cable  due  to  the  Native  American 
sites  of  historical  importance. 

Soledad  Canyon  and  Aliso  Canyon  in  Acton  contain  many  historical  sites. 
Please  consult  with  the  Acton  Historical  Society.  HSR  development  in  these 
areas  should  analyze  impacts  from  large  amounts  of  ground  disturbance  in 
heritage  -rich  areas. 

Tunnel  boring  equipment  used  for  HSR  through  Agua  Dulce,  Acton  and  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  could  disrupt  the  flow  of  water  to  residents’  wells 
nearby  and  miles  away  from  HSR  lines  because  of  the  unique  geology  of  the 
area.  During  this  time  of  record  drought,  well  failure  adds  economic  hardship 
to  residents  who  must  then  buy  water  to  survive  and  dry  wells  devalue  their 
property.  Susan  MacAdams,  the  former  High  Speed  Rail  Planning  Manager 
at  Metro,  said  the  tunneling  proposal  would  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the 
surface  route  and  that  tunneling  would  be  problematic  because  large,  boring 
equipment  must  clear  a  path  beneath  the  5  Freeway  and  major  flood  control 
channels.  “Like  all  other  ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los  Angeles  County, 
there  is  a  mixed  face  of  debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand  and  occasional 
deposits  of  tar  and  oil.  Not  good  for  tunnel  boring  machines.  Not 
recommended,”  MacAdams  wrote  in  a  letter  to  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration. 

The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  intended  to  preserve  the  unique  wild  and  scenic  areas  of  America's 
public  lands.  The  Act  defined  "Wilderness"  as  -  "an  area  where  the  earth  and 
its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a  visitor 
who  does  not  remain."  HSR  through  Angeles  National  Forest  flies  in  the  face 
of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

I  would  also  ask  that  HSR  also  work  closely  with  geologists  not  tied 
economically  to  the  project.  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  have  many  earthquake 
fault  lines  running  through  all  three  proposed  routes.  The  San  Gabriel  Fault 
and  the  Transmission  Line  Fault  run  through  the  proposed  Angeles  Forest 
route. 

ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 

I  just  don't  understand?  Would  you  want  to  live  next  to  a  High-Speed  Rail?  It 
does  not  matter  which  route  is  taken  through  Acton/Agua  Dulce,  this  town  will 
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be  destroyed.  However,  according  to  your  brochure,  "Encourages 
sustainable  community  planning  through  SMART  land  use  and  station- 
oriented  development,  which  also  can  reduce  pressure  to  convert  farmland 
and  other  natural  areas  to  development".  If  you  are  trying  encourage  smart 
land  use  and  avoid  natural  areas  to  be  developed,  why  would  you  even 
consider  going  through  Acton/Agua  Dulce/Angeles  Forest.  Because 
Palmdale  wants  to  be  a  hub?  Also,  you  state  in  your  brochure,  "Benefits  the 
environment  by  improving  air  quality,  and  reducing  GHG  emissions."  What 
happens  during  the  construction  period  and  all  the  damage  it  does  to  this 
town?  What  about  the  long  term  damage  that  is  caused  to  the  environment 
and  the  water.  If  congestion  and  population  are  such  a  great  concern,  why 
did  you  not  just  take 

the  existing  metro  link  and  improve  it  or  add  on?  This  is  not  to  benefit 
California... this  is  to  benefit  the  deep  pockets  behind  this  project. 

The  High  Speed  Rail  is  not  good  for  California!  Initially,  it  was 
misrepresented  when  it  was  put  to  vote.  Put  it  back  out  their  to  get  voted  on. 
Now  that  people  are  aware  of  the  damage  and  corruption,  I  am  sure  it  will 
NOT  pass! 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #837  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/15/2014 

No 

9/11/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Cassandra 

Chambers 


CA 

00000 


malcass@ca.rr.com 


No 

Opposed  to  the  High  Speed  Rail  coming  through  one  of  the  only  Equestrian 
communities  left  in  Los  Angeles  county.  Please  revisit  this  plan  that  would 
disturb  our  rural  country  habitat  that  serves  as  home  to  so  many  creatures, 
human  and  otherwise. 

The  Chambers  family 
Residents  since  1995 


~  Sent  from  my  iPhone,  pis  excuse  the  brevity  ~  Cassandra 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 

Non-Environmental  Issues  : 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environ  mental  Services 
Attention i  Pnlrndsle  Ln  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIRVEJS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
70CI  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #462  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  29,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
California 

High  Speed  Rail  Authority 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Tracy 

Cheney 


Lakeview  Terrace 

CA 

91331 

818-881-6808 

bltc3@hotmail.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  only  found  out  this 

evening  after  returning  from  a  long  day  of  teaching  school  that  my  home, 
neighborhood,  property  values,  and  way  of  life  is  in  danger  of  being 
irreversibly  impacted  by  High  Speed  Rail.  How  could  it  be  that  I'm  given  only 
a 

few  hours'  notice  before  a  major  decision  is  to  be  made  without  my 
knowledge! 

This  is  2014. 


Please  read  the  profile  of  urban  planner,  Landscaper  Mia 
Lehrer  in  the  current  edition  of  Los 

Angeles  Magazine,  September  2014,  pages  92-94.  She's  busy  trying  to  repair 
some  of  major  ecological  eyesores  like  the  LA  River  to  the  tune  of  a  billion 
dollar  bond.  She  bemoans  the  lack  of  planning  and  its  results,  while  praising 
such  positive,  massive  endeavors  like  the  Santa  Monica  Mountain 
Conservancy. 

Why  would  you  even  risk  spoiling  some  of  the  last  remaining  natural  open 
space 

in  Los  Angeles? 
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After  reading  this  article,  please  explain  to  us  citizens  why  policy  makers 
entrusted  with  protecting  the  uniqueness  of  Los  Angeles  wouldn't  exercise 
tremendous 
caution  and  foresight. 


While  past  city  planners  unfortunately  did  not  maintain 
beautiful  freeway  corridors,  it  only  makes  sense  that  high  speed  trains  should 
use  the  existing  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not  disrupt  residential  or 
the  sensitive  environmental  countryside. 


Otherwise,  you'll  be  forcing  taxpayers  to  pay  for 
insurmountable  costs  when  you  hit  a  myriad 

of  environmental  obstacles  raised  by  concerned  homeowners  determined  to 
protect 

our  way  of  life.  Whether  you  live  here  or  not,  Angelinos  enjoy 

benefits  provided  by  this  last  relatively  undeveloped  watershed  and  open 

space. 


Thank  you  for  routing  the  high  speed  rail  along  the  logical 

1-5,  Hwy  14  corridors  for  those  living  in  the  northwest  corner  of  the  county 

who  would  like  to  use  public  transportation  to  reach  downtown. 


Yours  sincerely, 


Tracy  Cheney 
Lake 

View  Terrace 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


818.881.6808 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #569  DETAIL 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Jaye 

Cherry 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  do  NOT  want  a  train  to  be  built  through  the  mountains  between  Palmdale 

and  Burbank!!!  Use  the  existing  tracks!!!!!! 


00000 


Jciroquois@aol.com 


Virginia  Cherry  -  Burbank 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #198  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/22/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Cheryl 

Child 


CA 

00000 

child_cheryl@yahoo.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  This  email  serves  as  notice  that  I  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment.  I  feel 

that  the  proposed  above  ground  alignment  is  putting  school  children  in 
danger  and  impacting  their  learning  with  the  potential  noise.  Additionally,  a 
community  church  and  several  neighborhoods  will  be  destroyed  to  make 
room  for  the  project.  As  a  concerned  resident  of  Santa  Clarita,  I  urge  the 
project  to  seek  other  alternatives  that  will  not  be  so  harmful  to  our  peaceful 
and  beautiful  community. 


Thank  you, 

Cheryl  Child 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-304 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1133  (Frank  L  Childress,  September  12,  2014) 


Sfipwnibc:  2(H4 

kv.n k  a  McLnughliFt,  Director  crELnvifdnitKJUAl  JRrvicesi 
pitl  rWk_hutb .lil  tfEiv  (email) 

A ,TTO  P4LMDALF.TO  RL  RFIA  SK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  'Speed  Rail  Authority 
SoLllhcm  ClUfomin  Repumil  Office 
TON  AIhiw^  Bepwn  1^33 

la.  ca  mi: 

OPAr  Mr  MrliHighNn 
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bppn  a  ir^.dpni  gi  Shadnw  Hill  tfir  ihp  Ian  #5  v^^ii  ant*  hs«P  rffc^nr^v  purchaifd  -6  rip**-  hnmt  >n  mi*  aw*  I 
rr-ni I i/f  Hie  detrimental  effect:.-.  both  biaJggitali  and  psycho  lcpc.il,  on  the  |lnr-u  jrid  the  ijunj  o'  ihf- 
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h.v.  hp  rcnEon  rhmuf’h  the  Anpolps  N a; imi.il  h">ror.E  1  hi-  toll  nn  Tim  pnvlFonmnfil  wnirii  he 
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br-HR  aboui  an  tfhiiro  collapse  of  thu  ico^it«m  rvian-y  cndaniemd  irwf  ihhs *nen?d  ip*i  n?i  jf  bom 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Roil  Authority 

Chut'* 


Pofmdt lie  to  Burbank  Section 

Heaping  Comment  Card 
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PL  r  ft  it  IJST  T|  I  r  [  NVIB  on  m  iet  a  i  .  jsu  IS  T  HAT  Ffiu  AM  £  a  Nfr  n  ur  p  with  *  Nfi  i  p  L  rics  td  iff  A  pn  P  P*  W  P  \H  TNI  n\  MTIH  T  ™ 

IMJfcpiftMh  PROJECT  LEUE4  I N  tftNON  ME  NTAL  DOdJUMiT  PL  EASE  PC  A  f  1i  P  E  C I TI'C  AS  rflT^IIU! 

f/ie  biy-yrsf  bt>t ffetfSrA  Hit"  Afei&pt- 

t*  tie  :>  s 

7W  rte  *  /A-iCirte 

iv0.„  i,-  /  W«f  ,/s  we  ****><■ 

/z,  sir-Vf  *>■/  A'/'iD  fU-'y  t^ifu  &,<S~£~hUp  £*r¥}jt  £&- 


VTNA.T  ttTHEfi  IJUTE*  ftCULD  YOU  LIKE  *NE  PHOJECl  iLEVl  L  C  HVJ«OM  MIN  SAl  DO  C  u  Ml  NT  TO  APPMir 


fipo-niqhAL  qoftiHiHtki 


rwAhic  Fpu  PoE  VaUA  T-AATI  CltA  TIoN  IN  THU  rMPOATJLHT  PPOCI J*. 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

C  Ur  K  w  _ I 


ME  E 1 1  niii  LuLaTIuKt 


AFFILIATION- 


•""««  joo  z  Cr  J.  1  o  ,  r,ln*t.5  f £ )  cfc-  2 .  .35*.  £. 

£,TV  Ca, _  *"* 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #203  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/21/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Darrell 

Last  Name  : 

Clarke 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

158  S.  Madison  Ave. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

#102 

City  : 

Pasadena 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91101 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

darrclarke@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

1  am  particularly  interested  in  the  new  proposal  for  a  direct  route  from 

Burbank  to  Palmdale. 

To  shorten  the  tunnel  length,  would  a  route  be  feasible  that: 

Is  at-grade  along  the  existing  San  Fernando  Road  railroad 
right-of-way,  then  aerial  across  the  Hanson  Dam  reservoir  and  1-210; 

Tunnels  from  Lake  View  Terrace  to  Acton,  but  daylights  in  one  or  two 
canyons  in  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  to  shorten  the  tunnel  lengths. 


Approximate  topo  map  elevations  are  Burbank  Airport,  700';  Hanson  Dam, 
1,100';  Lake  View  Terrace  above  1-210,  1,200';  Little  Tujunga  Canyon,  2,000' 
(possible  above-ground  crossing  of  San  Gabriel  Fault?);  Pacoima  Canyon, 
3,000';  Acton,  2,800'. 

Darrell  Clarke 

158  S.  Madison  Ave.  #102 

Pasadena,  CA  91101 

(I'm  in  your  data  base,  but  this  is  a  new  address) 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environ  menial  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
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700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  C A  SC 01 2 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  M r.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #602  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Dawn 

Last  Name  : 

Coen 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

15210  Saddleback  Rd. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

661-252-6145 

Email  : 

dawncoen@yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

661-644-4701 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin: 

I  am  a  resident  of  Sand  Canyon  and  I  oppose  the  high  speed  rail  project  that 
could  possibly  go  through  my  neighborhood  and  town.  It  would  greatly  effect 
our  lives  here  in  Canyon  Country  in  a  negative  way.  As  an  alternative  I  would 
accept  the  preferred  alignment  that  would  bypass  The  Santa  Clarita  Valley 
and  go  directly  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale  as  Supervisor  Antonovich  has 
proposed.  This  is  the  logical  choice  since  The  Santa  Clarita  Valley  is  a  great 
place  to  live  right  now  and  Sand  Canyon  is  a  rural  area  that  would  be 
negatively  affected  by  a  high  speed  train  and  everything  that  goes  along  with 
that. 

Thank  You  for  your  time, 

Dawn  Coen 

15210  Saddleback  Rd. 

Canyon  Country,  CA  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 


661-252-6145  home 
661-644-4701  cell 

Yes 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #674  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mayor  Garcetti  and  SFV  Counsilmembers: 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

9/3/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Robin 

Coleman 


San  Fernando  Valley 

CA 

00000 

hellga61@mac.com 


I  am  writing  this  letter  in  STRONG  opposition  of  a  bullet  train  being  built  from 
Burbank  to  Palmdale  with  the  currently  proposed  route. 

My  reasons  for  this  are: 


a)  This  route  would  disrupt  significant  water  resources  and  natural  springs, 

b)  This  project  would  severely  disrupt  one  of  few  remaining  travel  corridors 
and  habitats  for  wildlife, 

c)  This  route  would  cross  several  active  earthquake  fault  systems, 

d)  This  route  would  pass  through  several  residential  communities  requiring 
plan  amendments  to  Land  Use, 

e)  This  area  is  a  resource  to  tens  of  thousands  LA  residents  who  come  to 
enjoy  healthy  recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  biking,  and  horseback 
riding, 

f)  This  area  is  a  flood  plane  with  history  of  severe  flooding, 

g)  This  area  has  many  endangered  species  of  fauna  and  flora,  including 
Slenderhorned  Spine  Flower  and  Santa  Ana  Sucker, 

h)  This  area  has  an  unstable  geology  with  known  areas  subject  to 
liquefaction, 

i)  It  is  inequitable  to  route  a  project  through  a  less  economically  affluent  area 
to  the  sole  benefit  of  more  affluent  communities, 

j)  A  prior  Metrolink  study  found  a  route  through  the  mountains  to  be  10  times 
more  costly. 


As  a  horse  owner  who  enjoys  the  peaceful  wildlife  that  we  are  so  lucky  to 
have  in  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreation  Area;  an  area  that  is  protected  and 
whose  residents  continually  fight  for  it's  future  and  work  daily  to  ensure  it  is 
maintained  and  safe  for  all  who  are  passionate  about  the  area,  I  cannot 
sit  idly  and  watch  plans  to  detract  from  one  of  our  precious  few  open  spaces 
in  Los  Angeles  county. 


Hansen  Dam  is  part  of  what  makes  our  valley  great! 


I'm  BCCing  many  of  my  friends  and  asking  that  they  join  with  me  in  this  email 
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Submission  1142  (Robin  Coleman,  August  24,  2014)  -  Continued 


campaign  to  prevent  this  from  happening.  Please  send  an  email  to  all  of  the 
officials  listed  above  &  forward  this  letter  to  all  of  your  friends  -  if  you  value 
this  wonderful  area  in  which  we  live,  work,  play  and  especially  RIDE/HIKE. 

Let's  make  our  voices  heard! 

Sincerely, 

Robin  Coleman 

San  Fernando  Valley  Resident 


For  more  information  please  reference  this  article: 
http://www.latimes.com/local/la-me-bullet-train-route-20140824-story.html 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1143  (Tracy  Coleman,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #563  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Tracy 

Coleman 


Shadow  Hilla 

CA 

00000 

eyerishgrl@hotmail.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  To  whom  is  may  concern, 

I  am  writing  you  to  let  you  know  I  oppose  the  Alternative  route  through  the 
San  Gabriel  mountains.  This  would  be  a  huge  negative  environmental  impact 
by  tunneling  underneath  the  mountains.  Also,  the  communities  involved  in  the 
routing  will  mostly  be  impacted  by  the  loss  of  homes  and  housing  prices  will 
drop!  Shadow  Hills  and  Lake  view  Terrace  is  one  of  the  last  horse  and 
country  area's  of  Los  Angeles.  It  is  extremely  important  to  keep  it  this  way!  I 
am  very  opposed  the  route  going  through  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow 
Hills!  I  don't  understand  why  we  can't  take  away  carpool  lanes  and  put  the 
train  in  the  middle  of  the  freeway  and  connect  it  to  rail  routes  already  in  place. 
You  need  to  keep  it  in  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not  in  residential! 


Tracy  Coleman 
Shadow  Hills,  California 
I  vote  on  every  election! 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #484  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Victoria 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Coif 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

00000 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

vickyc@outlook.com 

Mr.  Mark  McLoughlinJ  am  writing  to  inform  you  of  my  very  strong  opposition 
to  the  High  Speed  Rail  being  considered  to  go  through  Shadow  Hills. Both  the 
process  and  information  being  processed  is  incredibly  concerning  and 
frustrating  for  Shadow  Hills  residents.  More  specifically  my  objections  are  as 
follows: 

The  vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area  definition- 
how  can  you  publish  a  map  with  nearly  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the 
path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the  potential  path  of  the 
HSR7I  am  vehemently  opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills.  The  HSR  needs  to  go  through  commercial 
and  industrial  areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environmental  areas. 

This  HSR  plan  will  impact  our  property  values,  the  beautiful,  tree  filled 
environment  that  we  have,  federal  waters  and  endangered  species-  will 
create  more  noise,  pollution  and  will  destroy  everything  that  Shadow  Hills  is. 
Our  community  will  be  voting,  donating  and  doing  everything  possible  to  fight 
the  HSR  coming  through  our  areas. Regards, Victoria  Coif 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1145  (Maria  Comacho,  LA  River  Revitalization  Corporation,  August 
19,  2014) 
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September  9th,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov  (email) 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


J-  (2  m  ujy  rViv^ 


V\\ro^ 


K  ^  G«>r*l  MHs.  ^ 

Tnr^  c;  ,  .m,  e*.  3  +  li-  ^ 

SuvvIaM  S\\a$d»  Hi>  f,  i  , 

Oue«  ^  ’V  “V 

*  r  ^  ? 

au  u/u  ^  ' 


u*U  ^  /v-r- 


,,  U>s.  fi  4.  lV'  ,  a 

ro>f:^V  O.  ^;r+'^  ^ 

o 


Sincerely 

Name  -  Q^e[“ 

Street  Address  vk **.««  aO£ 

City,  State  ZIP  Kills  , 

Email  address  <2 <640 

cc: 

felipe.fuentes@lacitv.org 
Claudia.rodriguez@lacity.org 

Wes1v.hernandez@lacity.org 
Councilmember.martinez@1acitv.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

shpoa@shpoa.us 
zev@bos.lacountv.gov 
teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov 


Paul.krekorian@lacitv.org 

marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov 

tbell@lacbos.org 

mcano@1acbos.org 

raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

mavor.garcetti@lacitv.org 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

-TAomaS  T 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 

DATE:  ^  jCf 


MEETING  LOCATION:  fO  J\j 

ADDRESS:  /fy  I  iJ ^  (AX  0?) 

AsJ  ‘ 

CITY:  /I  ;  STAT 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?*  (Check  all  that  apply) 
*NOTE:  This  does  nor  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 


AFFILIATION 


=  Al/tf 


l/lXCcarl  .  CO 


Tov^g.  c?u<aliTy-  phone,'  0_  op 

‘  v  ' 


Cos 


ZIP: 


‘ ^35VO 

STATEWIDE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 

BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES 


PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO 
BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

T/l<?  Aoi.se  i -S  <X  iA\a\ri  6oAce/r1  Si  otre  Coe  laMj  IT~  O^r 

of  **  1^'  « 

c.  ^  w  *C  <r««$W  .'J  Sec.  The  A.r-  ~ 

.^^vJaS.  TAe  Aortic  ^6^  Aoije  ,  4/J 

^  ^  &rfi)£HS.  Coc  U  w 

f-iJj  y^ef- ,  <W  r^t  ^  J 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS?  ^  ^  # 

^or  Ao/A-  uu.tl  ke  ^  /J  ^a‘.y  A 

^  Aisrje  4 ^  ^ 

A  A-  £4m  ^  ^  J 

4>r  *vy  ^4?^  £  10“*$^  6^-7*(c  oo  e 

rAe  Issues  imu4  A  Aj, 

*  A*  cki^. 

ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS:  ^  f-,  t  V,  ^  ^  1  ^  l./  f  ~  r  t  / 

'yfxenz*  A-  KCcfl-f-fats)  ^6^\r  Ac-'t-A")  —  ^  ^  ^ 

j|  ^t4h  P*&\Mc  <  M&M  Ssr  C/S  iA\die J 

^erc_  4r-«m  Ae  CHf  4^  tire  eAcsi/J  o^A  Aot 
rt^rceA  -A  4i/,f 

THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS. 

PLEASE  SUBMIT  YOUR  SCOPING  COMMENT  FORM  AT  THE  SIGN-IN  TABLE  OR  MAIL  THIS  PRE-ADDRESSED  FORM. 

YOU  MAY  ALSO  SUBMIT  IT  VIA  EMAIL  TO:  palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov. 

ALL  SCOPING  COMMENTS  FOR  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  BY  AUG.  31,  2014.  . 

-£  Please  nAr  Tip  a&#(Xeb-  (SiVc^  as  +^i/.  A  ^ 


CALIFORNIA  f%  ur  Tijg)ap(irtj|t<m 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-328 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1149  (Thomas  and  Tracy  Costan,  September  10,  2014)  -  Continued 


COMMENTS  ON  POTENTIAL  WELL  IMPACTS  RESULTING  FROM,  AND 
PROPOSED  MITIGATION  MEASURES  FOR,  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


The  Community  of  Acton  is  traversed  (and  will  be  adversely  impacted  to  a  substantial 
degree)  by  every  single  route  alternative  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Project 
(“HSR")  Project  now  under  consideration  by  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  (“FRA") 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA").  Acton  is  a  rural  community  with 
little  infrastructure,  and  as  is  typical  for  such  communities,  Acton  residents  predominantly 
rely  on  their  own  private  residential  well  systems  for  clean  drinking  water.  In  public 
meetings  with  HSRA  staff,  Acton  residents  have  made  their  concerns  regarding  well 
impacts  known,  and  have  provided  HSRA  with  maps  (incorporated  herein  by  reference)  of 
general  locations  where  proposed  HSR  routes  will  directly  affect  private  residential  wells. 
These  concerns  are  summarized  below. 


POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  TO  INDIVIDUAL  RESIDENTIAL  WELLS  MUST  BE  PROPERLY 
IDENTIFIED  IN  THE  CEQA/NEPA  PROCESS  AND  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  EIR/EIS 

Both  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Acton  ("CEQA")  and  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  ("NEPA" )  obligate  FRA/HSRA  to  identify  the  locations  where  all  potential 
adverse  well  impacts  may  occur.  And,  given  the  extreme  variability  of  Acton’s 
hydrogeologic  profile,  adverse  residential  wells  impacts  are  likely  to  occur  at  locations  that 
are  considerably  distant  from  HSR  construction  activities.  To  address  this  issue  and  ensure 
CEQA/NEPA  compliance,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  detailed  hydrogeologic  surveys  of  all 
proposed  routes  that  extend  at  least  one  half  mile  on  either  side  of  the  route  and  which 
identify  all  residential  well  systems  within  those  areas.  This  distance  must  be  extended  if 
the  hydrogeologic  conditions  are  such  that  potential  impacts  could  occur  beyond  one  half 
mile  from  the  HSR  corridor.  The  surveys  must  address  well  depths  and  hydrogeologic 
features  that  could  contribute  to  potential  well  impacts  resulting  from  HSR  construction 
and/or  operation.  The  survey  results  must  be  included  in  the  EIR/EIS  along  with 
projections  of  the  location  of  wells  that  may  be  adversely  impacted,  and  the  extent  to  which 
they  will  be  adversely  impacted.  An  appropriate  threshold  for  determining  a  significant  / 
"severe"  well  impact  is  a  2%  reduction  in  water  yield  rates,  or  a  measurable  increase  in  any 
of  the  contaminants  regulated  under  California  Drinking  Water  regulations.  An 
appropriate  baseline  for  establishing  water  yield  rates  and  water  quality  characteristics  is 
the  well  certification  reports  deemed  acceptable  by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of 
Health  ("DPH")  at  the  time  that  the  wells  were  approved.  In  the  event  such  information  is 
unavailable,  FRA/HSRA  shall  work  out  appropriate  baseline  values  with  affected  property 
owners  on  an  individual  basis. 
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FRA/HSRA  MUST  PROVIDE  APPRORIATE  MITIGATION  FOR  WELLS  THAT  MAY  BE 
IMPAIRED  BY  THE  HSR. 

For  locations  where  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  indicate  the  potential  for  adverse  well 
impacts,  FRA/HSRA  will  work  with  affected  residents  to  develop  new  water  resources  that 
are  not  only  acceptable  to  the  DPH,  but  also  meet  or  exceed  the  water  yield  rates  and  water 
quality  characteristics  achieved  by  the  well  that  may  be  impaired  by  the  construction 
and/or  operation  of  HSR  project. 

FOLLOWUP  MITIGATION  MUST  BE  CONSIDERED  AND  IMPLEMENTED 

FRA/HSRA  must  be  held  accountable  for  adverse  impacts  to  any  and  all  residential  wells  in 
Acton  that  occur  as  a  result  of  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  Palmdale- 
Burbank  HSR  project.  To  ensure  this  outcome,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  extensive 
followup  investigations  within  Acton  to  confirm  that  all  wells  affected  by  HSR  construction 
and  operation  were  properly  identified  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  (described  above)  and 
all  adverse  impacts  properly  mitigated.  These  followup  investigations  must  consider  and 
address  concerns  raised  by  residents  who  have  noted  adverse  well  impacts  whether  or  not 
these  wells  were  captured  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys.  FRA/HSRA  must  determine  the 
significance  of  these  well  impacts  using  the  same  threshold  criteria  adopted  in  the  EIR/EIS 
and  mitigate  those  impacts  found  to  be  significant  in  the  manner  and  extent  required  by  the 
EIR/EIS  if  such  impacts  occur  as  a  result  of  HSR  construction  and/or  operation. 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK 
HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

The  three  essential  elements  of  the  Palmdale* Burbank  high  speed  train  noise  impact 
assessment  are: 

1.  Quantify  train  noise  level  projections  using  computer  modeling  based  on  train 
configuration,  operating  parameters,  and  sound  propagation  conditions. 

2.  Develop  noise  descriptors  to  assess  noise  impacts  and  establish  impact  criteria  and 
apply  these  results  to  project  area  data  to  ascertain  the  location  and  number  of  receivers 
for  whom  the  project  presents  potentially  "severe"  or  "significant"  adverse  impacts, 

3.  Apply  impact  mitigation  measures  and  ascertain  the  extent  to  which  significant  impacts 
are  reduced. 

Comments,  concerns,  and  recommendations  regarding  each  of  these  elements  of  the 
Palmdale-Burlmnk  high  speed  train  noise  impact  study  are  addressed  separately  below  In 
addition,  a  brief  discussion  of  issues  unique  to  Acton  are  provided 


X.  HIGH  SPEED  TRAIN  NOISE  LEVEL  PROJECTIONS 

The  high  speed  train  noise  estimation  methods  employed  by  FRA/HSRA  are  set  forth  in 
detail  in  Chapters  4  and  5  of  the  FRA's  'High  Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Manual"  published  in  September  2012.  These  methods  consider  various 
locational  and  operational  parameters  that  contribute  to  the  high  speed  train  Sound 
Exposure  Level  ("SEL")  that  is  experienced  at  any  given  location,  The  manual  Is  written  in 
a  simple  and  straightforward  manner  and  it  directs  that  equations  (provided  in  Table  5-4} 
be  reconciled  with  applicable  train  parameters  (provided  in  Table  5-2}  to  project  sound 
levels  generated  by  a  high  speed  train  operated  under  the  expected  conditions. 
Notwithstanding  the  erroneous  value  for  len™i  that  is  provided  in  Table  5-2  for  the 
propulsion  subsource  component  of  EMU  trains  (the  value  should  be  73,  not  634),  the  SEL 
calculation  methods  provided  in  the  manual  can  easily  be  used  by  the  public  to  assess  ihe 
accuracy  of  FRAs/IISRA4s  noise  profile  results  and  (by  extension}  the  validity  of 
FRA's/HSRA4s  noise  impact  analysis.  Unfortunately,  the  public  has  not  been  able  to 
perform  these  assessments  on  previous  environ  mental  impact  studies  prepared  by 
FRA/HSRA  because  these  studies  failed  to  provide  the  information  necessary  for  such 
analyses.  For  example,  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR  failed  to  provide  information  such  as  the 
number  and  length  of  power  units  and  the  length  of  passenger  cars  in  the  modeled  tra  inset, 
so  the  subsource  SEL  value  at  50  feet  could  not  be  calculated.  Similarly,  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  failed  to  provide  shielding  and  ground  effect  data  for  any  location  along  the 
corridor,  so  it  is  impossible  to  calculate  any  SEL  at  any  distance  for  any  location.  Even  if 
some  oFthis  information  had  been  provided  so  that  members  of  the  public  could  "spot 
check"  the  calculated  SEL  results  for  at  least  some  locations,  there  is  nothing  to  compare 
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these  calculated  values  against  because  FRA/HSRA  failed  to  publish  any  of  the  actual  high 
speed  noise  levels  computed  by  the  noise  prediction  model!!!  All  of  these  omissions  are 
explicitly  contr  ary  to  the  instructions  provided  by  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  states  that  the  environmental  impact  analysis  must  list  the  data  that  is  input 
to  the  noise  prediction  model,  and  it  must  provide  a  detailed  accounting  of  predicted  noise 
levels  resulting  from  the  high  speed  rail  project  (See  Page  1 1-2). 

FRA/HSRA  has  not  provided  any  noise  prediction  levels  in  any  of  the  EIR/EiS  documents 
prepared  to  date*  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  has  plotted  "dots"  which  identify  locations  where  the 
calculated  difference  between  the  predicted  "cumulative"  noise  level  (averaged  over  24 
hours)  and  the  existing  "cumulative"  noise  level  exceed  specific  threshold  values  (see  for 
example  Figures  7-2  to  7-5  of  the  Technical  Noise  Study  prepared  for  the  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS).  The  plain  language  contained  in  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  dearly 
directs  FRA/HSRA  to  provide  the  actual  noise  levels  that  are  predicted  by  the  high  speed 
train  noise  model;  it  does  NOT  allow  this  requirement  to  be  satisfied  by  mere  "dot  plots  4  of 
locations  where  differences  between  24-hour  averaged  "project"  noise  levels  and  "existing" 
noise  levels  meet  some  pre-established  threshold.  These  omissions  (which  constitute 
substantial  deficiencies)  are  unacceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton  and  must  not  occur  in 
the  environmental  impact  analysis  that  is  conducted  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment 
FRA/HSRA  must  provide  contour  maps  of  actual  sound  exposure  levels  (SELs)  in  10  dBA 
increments  that  range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton,  In  addition,  and  consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA's 
20 1 2  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  FRA/HSRA  shall  provide  relevant  noise  model  inputs 
[including  sound  propagation  parameters  that  properly  reflect  that  G=0  throughout  most 
of  Acton)  which  will  enable  the  public  to  confirm  at  least  some  of  the  SEL  values  that  are 
projected.  Of  particular  concern  is  projected  pantograph  noise  levels  that  can  exceed  100 
dBA,  and  which  occur  high  (16  ft)  on  the  train  and  are  therefore  not  effectively  shielded  by 
the  12  foot  sound  barriers  typically  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  to  mitigate  sound  impacts. 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
'  direct  effects,  which  are  caused  hy  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place”  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)).  The  "direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  "occur  at  the  same  time  and  place”  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  "direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment. 
The  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to  produce  such  information  in  previous 
environmental  reviews  is  irrelevant;  previous  compliance  failures  do  not  justify  future 
compliance  failures.  The  best  way  to  disclose  this  information  is  to  provide  high  speed 
train  noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  which  range  from 
the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less.  In  prior  environmental  assessments,  FRA  and  HSRA 
have  only  reported  the  locations  at  which  calculated  24-hour  "average"  noise  parameters 
exceeded  established  thresholds.  These  calculated  24-hour  "average"  noise  results  (which 
were  not  published  either)  combined  existing  ambient  noise  data  with  projected  high 
speed  train  noise  data  to  derive  some  sort  of  "cumulative"  noise  impact  While  this  24-hour 
"average"  value  may  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of  indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a 
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cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  most  also  be  considered  under  CEQA),  it  does  not,  by  any 
stretch  of  the  imagination,  represent  the  "direct  effects'1  of  the  high  speed  train  which  occur 
only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train  passes  by.  FRA's 
continual  violations  ofNEPAand  HSRA's  continual  violations  of  CKQA  will  not  be  tolerated 
by  the  community  of  Acton,  which  demands  that  actual  noise  levels  be  provided  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS. 

In  addition  to  the  deficiencies  noted  above,  there  are  additional  concerns  with  the 
procedures  that  FRA/HSRA  implemented  in  previous  environmental  studies  to  establish 
sound  propagation  rates  and  identify  appropriate  screening  distances  and  noise  study 
areas.  According  to  Figure  7-1  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  for 
the  Merced  Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  appears  that  FRA/HSRA  assume  a  "soft -ground"  propagation 
rate  in  which  sound  attenuation  occurs  at  approximately  4.5  dBA  per  distance  doubling. 
This  attenuation  rate  is  NOT  appropriate  for  the  community  of  Acton,  which  (as  a  desert 
community]  has  very  little  vegetation  cover  in  most  areas.  A  maximum  attenuation  rate  of 
3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate  for  Acton,  It  also  appears  that  this  "soft 
ground"  propagation  rate  was  used  to  establish  impact  screening  distances  and  study  areas 
necessary  for  ensuring  proper  identification  of  all  impacted  receivers.  According  to  the 
Merced-Fresno  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  a  screening  distance  of  2,500  feet 
from  the  proposed  alignment  was  established  based  on  specific  "project  factors".  However, 
the  study  failed  to  specify  these  "project  factors".  Some  factors  (such  as  train  speed)  are 
obvious,  but  others  are  not.  In  any  event,  FRA/HSRA  must  not  assume  a  4.5  dBA  per 
distance  doubling  "soft-ground"  propagation  rate  in  determining  appropriate  screening 
distances  for  Acton,  since  a  3  dBA  per  distance  doubling  is  more  appropriate.  Additionally, 
the  assumptions  relied  upon  by  FRA/HSRA  in  determining  screening  distances,  noise 
projections,  sound  propagation,  etc,,  must  be  clearly  and  thoroughly  documented  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  noise  impact  study  to  such  an  extent  that  it  will  allow  members  of  the 
public  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  results  that  are  reported. 

2.  FRA/HSRA  NOISE  DESCRIPTORS  AND  IMPACT  CRITERIA 

FRA/HSRA  address  high  speed  train  noise  effects  using  3  different  "noise  descriptors",  each 
of  which  has  a  "severe"  impact  criterion  that  is  used  to  establish  whether  or  not  the  effect  is 
significant  The  primary  descriptor  (used  to  assess  human  impacts)  relies  on  the  principal 
of  averaging  cumulative  sound  exposure  levels  over  a  24  hour  period,  and  the  impact 
criteria  associated  with  this  descriptor  is  similarly  averaged.  A  secondary  descriptor 
(referred  to  as  noise  "onset  rate")  addresses  potential  startle  effects;  FRA/HSRA  considers 
this  noise  effect  to  be  "informational"  only  and  its  associated  impacts  are  not  actually 
assessed.  The  third  descriptor  addresses  noise  impacts  on  animals,  Each  of  these  noise 
descriptors  and  their  associated  impact  criteria  are  discussed  below  (along  with  the 
attending  problems  and  deficiencies  they  present). 

2.1  Primary  High  Speed  Rail  Noise  Descriptor. 

The  primary  noise  descriptor  adopted  by  the  FRA/HSRA  employs  a  noise  "averaging" 
model  to  determine  the  extent  to  which  a  high  speed  rail  project  will  create  significant 
cumulative  noise  impacts  on  human  populations,  and  it  ostensibly  establishes  the  noise 
impacts  experienced  by  an  individual  on  average  over  a  24-hour  period  at  a  particular 
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location1.  This  24-hour  averaging  noise  impact  approach  has  been  employed  in  the  United 
Suites  for  decades  to  assess  noise  effects  of  conventional  locomotives  with  operating 
speeds  below  125  mph,  This  24  hour  averaging  parameter  is  referred  to  as  "The  Day  Night 
Sound  Lever  (Lin)  and  it  does  not  represent  actual  noise  events,  rather  it  "dilutes"  these 
noise  events  by  averaging  them  in  with  other  noise  events  that  occur  over  a  24-hour 
period. 

Lin  values  are  calculated  fora  particular  receiver  location  by  reconciling  the  calculated  high 
speed  train  SEL  results  at  that  location  (described  above]  with  system  operating  data  (such 
as  the  number  of  trains  per  day]  and  "shielding"  parameters  (if  applicable).  The  Ldn  value 
calculated  at  a  particular  receiver  location  is  then  compared  to  actual  existing  Lin  levels 
(measured  at  representative  receiver  locations  under  existing  [non-project)  conditions].  If 
the  difference  between  these  Lin  values  meets  or  exceeds  the  "severe"  impact  criterion,  the 
noise  impact  at  that  particular  location  is  deemed  "severe"  Areas  where  "severe"  impacts 
occur  are  flagged  for  potential  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  project  noise  impacts, 

Ldii  fails  to  properly  characterize  significant  noise  events  that  are  created  by  frequent,  220 
mph  high  speed  train  trips,  therefore  FRA's  and  MSRA's  reliance  on  Ljnas  the  metric  for 
determining  "significance"  or  "severity"  of  noise  impacts  attributed  to  high  speed  train 
operation  is  misplaced.  The  fact  is,  sound  levels  generated  by  trains  operating  at  these 
speeds  can  be  more  than  20  dBA  higher  (and  therefore  4  times  louder)  than  conventional 
locomotives-*,  and  they  occur  with  much  more  suddenness  due  to  high  train  speeds.  Worse 
yet,  the  frequency  at  which  these  sound  events  occur  is  also  higher;  high  speed  train  (rips 
through  Acton  are  expected  to  exceed  20  per  hour3,  which  is  significantly  greater  than 
conventional  train  travel  rates,  Lein  fails  to  accurately  represent  the  significant  noise 
impacts  created  by  these  rapid,  frequent,  high  dBA  "peak"  noise  events  because  it  masks 
their  significance  by  averaging  them  over  a  24  hour  time  period,  thereby  rendering  them 
insignificant. 

This  is  illustrated  in  Table  1,  which  presents  Lin  as  a  function  of  train  traffic  volume  at  a 
location  where  the  actual  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL]  is  90  dBA.  To  an  individual  at  this 
location,  what  is  heard  is  louder  than  a  jackhammer  operating  50  feet  away4.  The  traffic 
volumes  considered  in  Table  1  range  from  one  train  every  10  minutes  to  one  train  every  30 
seconds,  Obviously,  the  impact  of  being  constantly  exposed  to  90  dBA  noise  levels  every  1- 
3  minutes  is  substantially  greater  than  being  exposed  every  10  minutes;  under  such 
circumstances,  one  could  not  have  a  conversation,  read,  think,  or  reasonably  function,  Yet, 
incredibly,  the  value  of  Lm  is  nearly  the  same  for  both  these  circumstances.  In  other  words, 
the  value  of  Ldn  hardly  changes  at  ail,  even  when  train  volumes  increase  by  a  factor  of  10. 
Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  that  Ldn  misrepresents  a  90  dBA  sound  events  as  being  at 
least  4  times  quieter  than  they  actually  are  (noting  that  every  10  dBA  increase  in  sound 
level  will  actually  doubles  the  sound  volume).  This  gives  a  disingenuously  false 
representation  of  actual  noise  events.  As  Table  1  demonstrates,  Lin  intrinsically  fails  to 
accurately  represent  "actual"  noise  events,  and  is  therefore  insufficient  to  establish  the 
noise  impacts  of  and  appropriate  mitigation  measures  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail 
project,  The  HSRA  is  reminded  that  CEQA  requires  consideration  of  actual  impacts 
resulting  from  actual  project  noise  conditions  rather  than  contrived  and  watered  down 
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representations  of  24-hour  average  noise  estimations.  In  other  words,  the  high  speed  rail 
project  will  expose  Acton  residents  to  frequent,  100  dBA  noise  events  which  are  40-60  dBA 
higher  than  current  noise  conditions,  therefore  CEQA  demands  that  the  actual  impacts 
generated  by  these  actual  conditions  be  assessed  in  BSRAs  environmental  review;  Ldn  is 
insufficient  for  this  purpose. 


Table  1  Lin  Variations  as  a  Function  of  Train  Passing  Rate, 


Daytime  Trains  per  hour 

Nighttime  Trains  per  hour 

Ldn 

6  fone  every  10  minutes] 

2 

64 

20  (one  every  3  minutes] 

2 

67 

60  fone  every  minute) 

2 

69 

120  fone  every  30  seconds) 

2 

73 

Based  on  an  SEL  of  90  &h  no  excess  shielding  from  trees/  buildings  (appropriate  for  ActonJ 


The  fact  that  FRA  has  historically  relied  upon  Ldn  to  assess  noise  impacts  of  conventional 
locomotive  systems  that  operate  at  speeds  less  than  IZS  mph  is  irrelevant,  and  it  certainly 
does  not  provide  any  basis  for  using  ldn  to  ascertain  noise  impacts  of  220  mph  train 
systems*  The  propulsion  and  mechanical  sound  profiles  generated  by  conventional 
locomotives  are  substantially  lower  than  the  aerodynamic  sound  profiles  generated  by  high 
speed  trains  operating  at  220  mph5.  Equally  impoitant  is  the  fact  that  the  lower  speed  of 
conventional  locomotives  limits  the  frequency  with  which  conventional  locomotives  can 
run  (in  terms  of  trains  per  day),  thus  high  speed  train  traffic  volumes  are  many  times 
greater  than  conventional  train  systems,  In  other  words,  2 1st  century  high  speed  trains 
present  significantly  higher  sound  exposure  levels  and  run  far  more  often  than  19th  century 
conventional  locomotives.  Despite  these  remarkable  differences,  and  without  any 
engineering  justification  or  efficacy  studies,  the  FRA  has  simply  chosen  to  evaluate  high 
speed  train  noise  impacts  using  the  same  old  24  hour  averaging  model  that  it  has  used  for 
decades  on  slower,  quieter,  less  frequent  and  significantly  less  impactful  conventional  train 
systems.  Clearly,  this  is  inappropriate,  given  that  the  24  hour  average  noise  exposure 
model  [Ldn)  perceives  very  little  difference  between  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once 
every  10  minutes  and  a  90  dBA  noise  event  that  occurs  once  every  minute, 

FRA/ HSR  A  use  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  to  not  only  determine  high  speed  train 
noise  impacts,  but  also  to  determine  the  threshold  at  which  these  impacts  are  deemed 
"severe  '.  The  24- hour  average  noise  impact  thresholds  of  significance  adopted  by 
FRA/HSRA  (which  are  also  referred  to  as  '  Noise  Impact  Criteria")  are  depicted  in  Figures  3- 
1  and  3-21  of  the  FRAs  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual.  These  noise  impact  criteria  are 
particularly  troubling  to  Acton,  which  is  a  relatively  remote  community  that  has  a 
predominantly  quiet  sound  profile.  Existing  noise  levels  in  Acton  (expressed  in  terms  of 
Lin)  that  occur  near  the  proposed  high  speed  train  corridors  are  on  the  order  of  45  dBA* 
Some  areas  of  Acton  are  so  quiet  that  conversations  can  be  heard  at  a  distance  of  half  a 
mile!  Yet,  according  to  the  established  "Noise  Impact  Criteria"  FRA/HSRA  does  not 
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consider  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  in  these  areas  to  be  "sign if! cant'’  or  "severe1'  unless 
they  increase  the  Ldn  value  BY  15  dBA,  which  corresponds  to  a  3-fotd  increase  over  Acton's 
existing  average  sound  profile'1.  According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  manual,  this 
significant  impact  threshold  was  established  based  on  data  presented  in  Figure  A-4  (which 
only  addresses  urban  environments  and  is  therefore  not  relevant  to  Acton)  and  Figure  A-5, 
which  ostensibly  indicates  “the  lowest  threshold  where  impact  start  to  occur"  [See  pg  A* 

14 1-  FRA  concludes  (from  Figure  A-5)  that  "there  are  very  few  people  highly  annoyed 
when  the  Ldn  is  50  dBA,  and  that  an  increase  in  Un  from  50  to  55  dBA  results  in  an  average 
of  2  percent  more  people  highly  annoyed”.  This  conclusion  is  drawn  from  a 
mathematically  "fitted  "  response  curve  that  overlays  Figure  A- 5  and  is  supposed  to 
represent  the  data  points  that  are  plotted  therein.  However,  inspection  of  the  fitted 
response  curve  and  the  data  plotted  in  the  range  of  interest  (40-55  dBA]  reveals  that,  for 
this  data  range,  the  curve  is  so  substantially  biased  that  it  introduces  an  unacceptable  level 
of  error  and  is  therefore  mathematically  invalid.  Simply  put,  FRA's  conclusion  is 
mathematically  insupportable.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  fact  that,  for  Ldn  <55,  most  of  the 
data  points  lie  significantly  above  the  curve,  and  in  fact  only  one  data  point  lies  below  the 
curve.  The  substantial  error  in  Figure  A-S  within  the  40-55  dBA  range  of  interest 
completely  invalidates  FRA's  conclusion  that  an  Ldn  increase  from  50  to  55  dBA  is  "the 
lowest  threshold  where  impacts  start  to  occur". 

What  Figure  A- 14  clearly  shows  is  that,  for  people  who  live  in  quiet  environments  like 
Acton  [where  existing  Ldn  values  are  less  than  50  dBA),  upwards  of  10  percent  (and 
certainly  far  more  than  2  percent]  of  people  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if  Ldn  sound 
levels  increase  by  as  little  as  5  dBA,  This  is  not  surprising;  people  move  to  communities 
like  Acton  specifically  because  they  want  to  escape  the  noise  and  hustle  of  urban  and 
suburban  areas,  and  they  do  indeed  become  "highly  annoyed"  wrhen  the  noise  level  is 
suddenly  increased  to  □  range  commensurate  with  suburban  living  (he.  60  dBA),  Stated 
more  clearly,  a  substantial  portion  of  Acton's  population  will  become  "highly  annoyed"  if 
the  Ldn  increases  by  even  5  dBA,  This  is  a  fact  made  dearly  evident  by  the  data  presented 
in  Figure  A-5,  For  this  reason,  the  FRA  Noise  Impact  Criteria  depicted  in  Figures  3-1  and  3- 
2  oFthe  2012  Noise  Assessment  Manual  are  not  appropriate  for  Acton,  and  they  are 
certainly  not  mathematically  supportable.  To  be  consistent  with  the  data  presented  in 
Figure  A-5,  the  FRA/ HSR  A  should  adopt  a  "severe"  impact  Ldn  noise  criterion  of  5  dBA  for 
all  areas  in  which  the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

Even  if  we  pretend  fora  moment  that  FRA's  assumptions  are  valid  regarding  50  dBA  being 
the  lowest  annoyance  level  (it  isn't]  and  5  dBA  representing  only  a  2%  increase  in 
annoyance  (ft  doesn't);  these  erroneous  assumptions  still  do  not  justify  FRA's 
determination  that,  for  quiet  communities  like  Acton,  incremental  noise  increases  are  not 
deemed  "severe"  until  they  reach  15  dBA  on  average,  FRA  provides  absolutely  no  data  to 
support  this  outrageous  determination,  which  must  be  abandoned  in  the  Palmdale- 
B urban k  HSR  FIR/E1S. 

It  is  also  noted  that  a  key  element  that  is  missing  from  all  FRA/HSRA  noise  impact 
assessments  is  a  consideration  of  the  actual  sound  level  increases  that  high  speed  trains 
create.  This  is  specifically  contrary  to  noise  assessment  and  impact  procedures  adopted  by 


CALIFORNIA  „r  TljgHpqrtJlIKlfl 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority  Sd^™rtS»uo“d 


PAGE  F.6-336 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1149  (Thomas  and  Tracy  Costan,  September  10,  2014)  -  Continued 


high  speed  rail  agencies  outside  the  United  States.  The  calculation  procedures  presented  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  dearly  demonstrate  that  noise  levels  outside  the 
high  speed  train  right-of-way  width  will  commonly  exceed  100  dBA  and  do  so  with  great 
frequency  (up  to  20  times  per  hour],  yet  the  very  real  impacts  created  by  these  significant 
noise  events  (such  as  sleep  disorders,  inattentiveness,  etc,]  are  completely  ignored  in  every 
environmental  assessment  that  is  performed.  In  fact,  prior  environmental  reviews 
conducted  by  FRA/HSRA  have  gone  to  great  lengths  to  avoid  reporting  any  Sound  Exposure 
Levels  (SEL]  for  high  speed  trains  even  though  this  is  precisely  the  information  that  is  of 
primary  interest  to  the  public!  For  example,  the  only  instance  in  which  the  Me  reed -Fresno 
EIR/EIS  even  considers  "actual"  sound  exposure  levels  is  in  the  discussion  of  “animal 
impacts",  and  that  analysis  was  cursory  at  best  Residents  in  the  communities  of  Fresno, 
Merced  and  Bakersfield  have  not  been  provided  any  information  regarding  the  actual  noise 
levels  that  they  will  be  forced  to  endure.  This  is  not  acceptable  to  the  community  of  Acton, 
which  must  he  provided  a  full  and  complete  picture  of  the  actual  sound  exposure  levels  that 
will  be  occur  along  all  of  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 

2,2  Onset  Rate 

Despite  its  reliance  on  a  24  hour  averaging  method  to  determine  the  "significance"  oFhigh 
speed  train  impacts,  FRA  acknowledges  that  "The  presence  of  a  high-speed  rail  system  in 
close  proximity  to  homes  may  result  in  a  new  noise  unlike  other  existing  sources  of 
community  noise",  and  further  acknowledges  that  this  new  noise  exposure  can  he 
characterized  "by  sudden  onset  of  high  noise  levels  fora  short  duration"7.  FRA  cites 
research  done  by  the  ITS.  Air  Force  which  indicates  that  a  "startle"  effect  occurs  for  noise 
onset  rates  as  low  as  15  dBA/second8  FRA‘s  own  data  clarify  that,  tor  steel  wheel  systems 
operated  at  220  mph  (which  are  proposed  for  the  PalmdaJe-Burbaak  segment),  a  15 
d BA/second  noise  onset  rate  can  occur  within  100  ft  of  the  train  corridor Nonetheless, 
FRA  has  declared  (without  citing  any  studies  or  actual  evidence)  that  a  30  d BA/second 
noise  onset  rate  will  be  the  basis  upon  which  "startle"  effects  will  be  considered 
significant1”  even  though  such  an  assumption  is  inconsistent  with,  and  substantially  more 
than,  published  studies.  Of  equal  concern  is  the  fact  that  FRA/HSRA  consider  data  relevant 
to  "startle"  effects  to  be  informational  only11,  which  means  that  "startle"  effects  are  not 
considered  to  be  a  legitimate  element  of  any  high  speed  rail  noise  Impact  assessment  or 
mitigation  effort  In  other  words,  FRA/HSRA  acknowledge  that  "startle”  effects  present  a 
new  and  significant  noise  impact  that  is  unique  to  high  speed  rail  systems,  but  do  not 
intend  to  consider  the  "startle"  effect  to  be  as  an  actual  impact  which  requires  mitigation. 
This  is  not  surprising,  given  FRA'S/HSRA's  intractable  (and  inappropriate]  commitment  to 
using  the  24-hour  noise  averaging  "Ldn"  model  to  establish  high  speed  train  noise  impacts. 
The  24-hour  noise  averaging  model  does  not  (and  cannot)  accommodate  "startle"  effect 
and  rapid  onset  rate  impacts,  so  FRA/HSRA  simply  disregards  these  impacts  based  on  an 
arbitrary  (and  technically  insupportable)  impact  threshold  of  30  dBA/second  rather  than 
the  15  dBA/second  threshold  supported  by  published  studies.  The  30  dBA/second  noise 
"Onset  Rate"  threshold  is  inadequate  and  technically  insupportable,  therefore  the 
Community  of  Acton  demands  that  1)  An  onset  rate  significance  threshold  of  15 
dBA/second  be  established  For  the  PalmdaJe-Burbank  segment,  and  2)  The  areas  where 
high  speed  train  noise  models  indicate  a  15  dBA/second  onset  rate  will  occur  must  be 
dearly  mapped  for  all  the  high  speed  train  corridors  that  are  proposed. 
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2*3  Animal  Impacts 

PR  A  admits  that  it  has  not  established  any  "criteria  relating  high  speed  train  noise  and 
animal  behavior"  though  it  acknowledges  that  high  speed  train  noise  characteristics  "are 
similar  to  low  overflights  oF aircraft",  and  that  such  noises  "can  have  a  disturbing  effect  on 
both  domestic  livestock  and  wildlife1'1- ,  FRA  Further  admits  that  hearing  in  animals  differs 
from  hearing  in  humans,  thus  it  may  not  be  appropriate  to  establish  noise  impacts  on 
animals  via  the  "A-weighting"  approach  implicit  in  FRA's  noise  impact  assessment 
procedures13.  Nonetheless,  and  despite  the  Fact  that  "Long-term  effects  [of  noise  on 
jj  vestock  and  wildlife]  continue  to  be  a  matter  of  specu lation"  and  the  lack  of  sou nd 
weighting  data  "established  For  representing  the  hearing  characteristics'  of  animals,  FRA 
has  adopted  "interim"  criteria  for  establishing  high  speed  rail  noise  effects  on  animate,  and 
declared  that  these  "interim"  criter  ia  are  to  be  used  until  "further  research  results  are 
known"  u,  The  problems  with  this  approach  are  almost  too  numerous  to  count  not  the 
bast  of  which  is  that  FRA  has  been  using  this  "interim  criteria"  for  more  than  10  years,  and 
has  tailed  to  conductany  of  the  research  needed  to  properly  establish  an  accurate  and 
responsive  approach  for  determining  high  speed  train  noise  impacts  on  animals15, 

FRA  has  shirked  its  duties  and  abdicated  a  fundamental  responsibility  by  failing  to  develop 
an  appropriate  means  for  assessing  and  mitigating  this  high  speed  train  noise  Impact 
Rather  than  properly  developing  appropriate  noise  Impact  criteria  for  animals,  FRA  has 
merely  "borrowed"  the  100  d  BA  SEL  criteria  developed  by  the  U,S,  Air  Force  without  any 
consideration  of  whether  the  Air  Force  criteria  is  even  applicable  to  high  speed  rail 
operation  I  For  the  record,  it  is  not.  The  Air  Force  established  the  100  d  BA  SEL  for  turkeys 
experiencing  occasional  low  aircraft  overflights  that  do  not  occur  continuously  or  at  the 
same  frequency  as  high  speed  rail  systems16.  In  other  words,  the  low  aircraft  overflights 
considered  in  the  Air  Force  turkey  study  do  not  occur  272  times  per  day,  every  day  of  every 
week  of  every  year  (which  is  the  high  speed  train  schedule  proposed  for  the  Burbank- 
Palmdale  section17]*  so  it  is  dearly  inappropriate  to  rely  on  this  study  as  the  basis  for 
developing  a  highspeed  rail  noise  impact  threshold  for  all  animals.  More  to  the  point,  a 
turkey's  response  to  infrequent  and  unscheduled  100  dBA  noise  events  is  not  in  any  way 
representative  of  all  animal  responses  to  frequent  (272  times  per  day]  noise  events  that 
will  exceed  100  dBA.  Phis  fact  is  made  clear  in  the  FRA'S  2012  Noise  Impact  Assessment 
Manual,  which  clarifies  that  mammals  will  break  and  run  at  noise  levels  as  low  as  77  dRAlH, 
The  failure  of  FRA/  HSR  A  to  establish  an  effective  means  of  assessing  high  speed  train  noise 
impacts  on  animals  is  a  matter  of  substantial  concern  in  Acton,  which  is  not  only  an 
equestrian  community  [whose  residents  ride  extensively  throughout  the  proposed  1 1  SR 
corridors]  but  also  has  numerous  and  extensive  agricultural  and  animal  rescue  facilities 
which  accommodate  a  wide  range  of  domestic  and  wild  animals  including  horses,  cows, 
chickens,  sheep,  tigers,  llamas,  emus,  etc. 

To  address  these  failures,  FRA/HSRA  must  provide  accurate  Sound  Exposure  Level  (SEL) 
contour  maps  for  each  of  the  high  speed  rail  corridors  proposed  in  the  community  of  Acton. 
Some  horses  are  exceptionally  skittish,  and  will  react  in  panic  at  noise  levels  that  are  quite 
low  (in  fact,  FRA's  own  data  establishes  that  sounds  as  low  as  77  dBA  will  cause  ante] ope  to 
run).  Therefore,  these  SEL  maps  must  be  sufficiently  detailed  to  enable  Acton  residents  to 
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ascertain  where  it  may  be  unsafe  or  inappropriate  to  ride  their  horses  or  establish  other 
equestrian  or  animal  uses  based  on  their  own  knowledge  of  their  animal's  intrinsic 
temperament  At  a  minimum,  noise  contours  far  the  community  of  Acton  must  be  provided 
in  1 0  dBA  increments  and  extend  to  areas  where  the  SEL  =  60  dBA.  Notably,  FRA/HSRA 
have  not  developed  SEL  contour  maps  in  any  of  the  environmental  impact  studies  that 
have  been  completed  to  date  (including  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  the  Fresno- 
Bakersfield  EIR/EIS).  When  I  asked  an  FRA/HSRA  engineer  at  a  recent  scoping  meeting 
why  SEL  maps  were  not  included  in  prior  HSR  environmental  reviews,  I  was  told  that  "they 
are  not  required  by  the  Manual".  The  engineer  who  made  this  statement  is  very  much 
mistaken;  the  2012  FRA  Manual  dearly  requires  that  high  speed  train  impact  assessments 
must  include  tabulated  noise  prediction  results  that  are  also  illustrated  by  "contours,  cross 
sections,  or  shaded  mapping"  [See  page  11-2]. 

3.  NO JSE  MITIGATION 

For  areas  in  which  modeling  results  indicate  "severe"  project  noise  Impacts  will  occur, 
FRA/HSRA  is  supposed  to  implement  mitigation  measures  to  reduce  noise  levels. 

According  to  the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual  (which  addresses  federal  NEPA 
issues),  the  need  for  mitigation  depends  on  the  magnitude  of  the  impact,  cost,  and  other 
factors.  CEQA  imposes  different  mitigation  requirements,  and  in  fact  mitigation  measures 
and/or  project  alternatives  that  successfully  reduce  significant  impacts  while  achieving 
most  project  objectives  must  be  implemented  unless  it  can  be  conclusively  demonstrated 
(by  substantial  evidence]  that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation 
measures  will  make  the  entire  project  financially  infeasible.  Since  the  high  speed  train 
project  proposed  by  the  HSRA  is  subject  to  CEQA,  the  more  stringent  mitigation/project 
alternative  requirement  applies, 

A  number  of  problems  have  been  found  with  the  manner  in  which  FRA/HSRA  addressed 
noise  mitigation  measures  in  previous  impact  assessments.  For  example,  in  the  "Noise  and 
Vibration  Technical  Report"  prepared  far  the  Merced -Fresno  EIR/EIS,  it  is  impossible  For 
the  reader  to  ascertain  the  actual  level  of  noise  mitigation  that  was  achieved  by  the  limited 
number  of  12  foot  sound  barriers  which  were  proposed.  The  Technical  Report  first  maps 
the  locations  where  noise  mitigation  measures  could  be  applied  (Figures  8  - 1  to  8-4).  Then, 
it  maps  (in  Figures  8-5  to  8-8]  where  potential  sound  barriers  could  be  deployed  (without 
explaining  how  or  why  these  elements  differ).  Then  the  Technical  study  lists  the  sound 
barrier  lengths  that  would  be  "cost-effective4",  the  number  of  "severe14  impact  reductions 
that  would  be  achieved  by  these  sound  barriers,  and  the  number  of  "severe"  impacts  that 
would  remain  (Tables  8-1  to  8-5).  Then,  in  Tables  8-5  to  8-13,  the  Technical  Report  lists 
additional  details  about  the  "cost  effective"  barriers  and  again  identifies  the  number  of 
"severe"  impacts  remaining.  One  obvious  problem  with  this  information  is  that  the  values 
reported  far  residual  "severe1*  impacts  in  Tables  8- 1  to  8-5  don't  agree  with  the  values 
reported  in  T  ables  8-6  to  8-1319  .  Another  problem  is  that  there  appears  to  be  no 
connection  between  the  "severe  impact"  numbers  reported  in  Table  7- !  and  the  numbers 
reported  tor  "Severe  Receptors  Protected ',  "Severe  Impacts  Eliminated",  and  “Residual 
Severe  Impacts"  in  Tables  8-1  to  8-4,  A  more  substantial  problem  is  that  the  Merced- 
Fresno  EIR/EIS  and  accompanying  Technical  Study  discuss  only  "severe"  impact  reductions 
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in  those  limited  areas  were  noise  barriers  were  deemed  "cost  effective",  it  fails  to  address 
reductions  in  'severe  '  impacts  that  were  achieved  overall  for  each  project  alternative,  and 
it  fails  to  clarify  why  barriers  along  portions  of  the  proposed  corridors  were  deemed  not 
"cost  effective"  even  though  they  would  have  clearly  reduced  impacts  on  severely  impacted 
receptors20.  In  other  words,  FRA/NS RA  failed  to  explain  why  severely  impacted  receptors 
located  in  certain  areas  were  deemed  not  "cost-effective"  to  protect 

These  omissions  are  inconsistent  with  the  instructions  provided  in  Chapter  i  1  of  the  2012 
FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  which  requires  that  environmental  documentation 
"provides  the  vehicle  for  reaching  decisions  on  appropriate  mitigation  measures"  and 
"Reasons  for  dismissing  any  abatement  measures  should  be  clearly  stated,  especially  if 
such  n  o  mill  piemen  tatfon  results  in  significant  adverse  effects".  In  the  Merced-Fresno 
environmental  documents,  FRA/HSRA  fails  to  even  point  out  that  these  "cost"  decisions 
actually  left  many  receptors  unprotected.  This  fact  only  comes  to  light  if  one  embarks  on 
an  exhaustive  comparison  of  tabulated  data  spread  throughout  the  Technical  Report. 
Worse  yet  FRA/HSRA  fail  to  provide  any  reasons  why  it  was  deemed  "cost  effective"  to 
protect  some  severely  impacted  receptors,  but  not  others.  Perhaps  FRA/HSRA  has 
developed  some  sort  of  "unit  cost  persevere  receptor  saved"  threshold  which  was  applied 
to  the  Merced-Fresno  project  to  decide  who  is  protected  and  who  is  not  One  can  only 
guess,  because  the  matter  is  left  unaddressed  in  the  environmental  documents.  One  thing 
is  certain,  the  public  has  a  right  to  know  the  details  of  such  decisions,  therefore  it  is 
expected  Chat  such  information  will  be  provided  in  the  environmental  documentation 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  section. 

An  additional  concern  is  the  astonishingly  high  reduction  in  "severe  impacts"  that  the  "cost 
effective"  noise  barriers  achieved  for  Merced-Fresno  segment:  according  to  Tables  8-1  to  8' 
4  of  the  Technical  Study,  as  much  as  95%  or  more  of  the  "Severe  Receptors"  are  protected 
The  noise  barriers  considered  for  this  project  are  (with  few  exceptions]  only  12  feet  high, 
and  are  therefore  barely  tall  enough  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noise  generated  at  the  train 
nose  and  are  too  short  to  reduce  aerodynamic  noises  generated  at  the  (15  foot  high) 
pantograph.  Under  these  conditions,  the  shielding  for  this  subsource  SEl  is  negligible,  and 
the  SEL  passby  value  would  remain  quite  high,  corresponding  to  much  higher  Ldn  values 
(after  mitigation)  than  the  reported  results  suggest.  The  FRA/HSRA  environmental 
documents  don't  bother  to  explain  how  these  extraordinary  reductions  are  achieved:  they 
are  just  presented  as  fact.  This  is  unacceptable:  any  mitigation  levels  claimed  in  FRA/HSRA 
environmental  documents  prepared  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment  must  be 
conclusively  proven  and  explained. 

Beyond  these  issues,  there  remains  the  inescapable  fact  that  none  of  the  mountains  of  data 
provided  in  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  provide  any  indication  of  the  actual  sound  level 
reductions  that  will  be  achieved  by  the  noise  barriers  that  are  proposed  even  though  this 
is  precisely  the  issue  of  primary  concern  to  any  and  all  individuals  affected  by  the  CHSRA 
project.  This  established  FRA/HSRA  "pattern"  of  providing  enormous  quantities  of 
tabulated  mitigation  data  that  is  inherently  inconsistent  and  which  says  virtually  nothing 
about  actual  noise  level  reductions  is  unacceptable  to  the  Community  of  Acton.  Acton 
residents  expect  that  the  EIR/EIS  prepared  by  FRA/HSRA  lor  the  Palmdale/ Burbank  route 
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will  provide  sufficient  data  to  confirm  the  noise  reduction  levels  that  are  claimed  and  it  will 
provide  noise  contours  plots  that  show  the  extent  to  which  proposed  mitigation  measures 
will  reduce  projected  noise  levels*  This  information  must  be  provided  in  a  format  which 
would  enable  a  reasonable  individual  to  confirm  that  the  results  are  consistent  with  the 
noise  exposure  level  and  mitigation  calculation  procedures  provided  in  the  2012  HRA 
Noise  Assessment  Manual 

Additionally,  CEQA  does  not  allow  the  HSRA  to  avoid  environmentally  superior  alternatives 
or  mitigation  measures  simply  because  they  are  not  deemed  'cost  effective".  To  the 
contrary,  HSRA  must  conclusively  demonstrate  (based  on  substantial  evidence  provided  in 
the  record]  that  the  incremental  cost  of  implementing  either  the  environmentally  superior 
alternative  or  the  appropriate  mitigation  measures  is  so  great  that  it  renders  the  altered 
project  economically  infeasible  [CEQA  Statutes  §  21002.]  The  Merced- Fresno  EIR  provided 
no  evidence  that  the  entire  project  would  be  economically  infeasible  if  sound  barriers  were 
placed  wherever  significantly  impacted  receivers  were  found,  therefor  it  violates  CEQA 
statutes.  Acton  expects  that  HSRA  will  not  repeat  these  substantial  violations  in  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  EIR* 

Finally,  it  must  be  pointed  out  that  alt  of  the  impacts  that  the  high  speed  train  project  will 
create  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  Santa  Clarita,  Svlmar,  San  Fernando,  and  all  communities 
north,  west  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF)  can  be  completely  eliminated 
simply  by  routing  the  train  into  the  ANF  outside  of  Acton  (see  location  depicted  in  Figure  1] 
and  maintain  it  underground  along  a  route  that  avoids  all  Acton  residential  areas.  As 
shown  In  Figure  2,  this  "environmentally  superior'4  alternative  would  require  a  slight 
adjustment  of  the  "study  area"  depicted  in  Exhibit  1  of  the  HSRA's  Notice  of  Preparation 
issued  |uly  24,  2014. 

4*  ACTON-SPECIFIC  ISSUES  AND  OTHER  CONCERNS  REGARDING  THE 
PALMDALEBURBANK  HSR  NOISE  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 

in  addition  to  the  concerns,  comments  and  issues  presented  above,  there  are  additional 
issues  which  must  be  addressed  in  the  EJR/EIS  noise  impact  analysis,  including: 

l  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  rn  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  AJiso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  f'TRTP hf)  will  continue  through  the  end  of  next 
year.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any 
"existing"  noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed*  If 
this  instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

2.  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities 
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must  be  comprehensive*  accurate,  and  representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed 

3 ,  Acton  is  a  desert  community  with  little  vegetation  or  ground  cover  Therefore,  a 
'soft  ground"  sound  propagation  condition  is  not  an  appropriate  noise  modeling 
input* 

1  Acton  has  hills,  valleys,  canyons,  and  extensive  geographical  contours.  Therefore, 
careful  attention  must  be  paid  to  elevation  and  distance  parameters  assumed  in  all 
noise  impact  calculations. 

5.  The  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  the  CEQA  Notice  of  Preparation  is 
particularly  troublesome  because  it  overlays  all  of  Acton's  residential 
neighborhoods  on  the  east  side  of  town  and  on  the  south  side  of  town  (including  the 
residential  areas  located  within  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (JJANF ')  along  the 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road).  In  fact,  this  "Study  Area"  appears 
to  intentional ly  route  the  train  away  from  the  AN F  to  the  greatest  extent  possible, 
and  then  enter  the  Forest  only  after  it  has  passed  through  Acton.  Considering  this 
"Study  Area"  in  conjunction  with  the  two  additional  routes  proposed  through  Acton, 
it  appears  ubvious  that  the  CHSRA  has  no  intention  of  avoiding  significant  adverse 
impacts  in  Acton  despite  the  existence  of  an  alternative  that  does  precisely  that 
Acton  can  easily  be  protected  by  placing  the  train  corridor  in  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  outside  of  Acton  (See  Figure  1 ),  and  maintaining  the  train  underground  and 
away  from  residential  areas.  This  can  be  accomplished  by  a  slight  adjustment  to  the 
Study  Area  (See  Figure  2).  CHSRA  must  seriously  consider  this  alternative,  since  it 
can  be  configured  to  avoid  impacts  to  every  one  of  the  numerous  cities  and 
residential  areas  that  are  located  north  and  east  of  the  ANF. 

6*  Track  maintenance  operations  typically  occur  at  night,  According  to  an 

acquaintance  who  lives  a  short  distance  from  the  Acela  Station  in  Boston,  nighttime 
maintenance  activities  are  exceedingly  loud  and  as  disruptive  as  high  speed  train 
operations.  Yet,  none  of  these  impacts  are  addressed  anywhere  in  previous 
environmental  assessments  conducted  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail,  The 
sound  impact  analysis  for  the  Palmdale  Burbank  segment  must  properly  address 
and  thoroughly  mitigate  any  and  all  maintenance  impacts  on  the  community  of 
Acton* 

7,  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow-up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  If  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented, 


5.  SUMMARY 

In  summary,  the  following  must  be  accommodated  in  the  noise  impact  study  that  is 
prepared  for  the  Palmdale- Burbank  high  speed  train  project 
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*  Develop  a  route  alternative  in  which  the  train  enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
("ANF")  outside  of  Acton  (see  Figure  1),  remains  underground  in  Acton,  and  avoids 
all  residential  areas  to  protect  residential  wells, 

*  Recognize  that  this  route  alternative  eliminates  virtually  atl  noise  impacts  on  a  It 
cities  and  all  communities  to  the  north,  south,  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  and  is  therefore  the  "Environmentally  Preferred  Alternative"  as  that  term  is 
contemplated  by  CEQA  regulations 

*  NEPA  requires  to  that  an  FRA  project  EiS  consider  "direct  effects,  which  are  caused 
by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  (40  CF,R.  §  1508.8(a)],  This 
requirement  is  not  satisfied  the  disclosure  of  a  24-hour  averaged  noise  parameter 
which  combines  existing  ambient  noise  events  with  projected  train  noise  events. 
Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  '  direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public,  which  can  only  be  construed  to  mean  that  the  actual  sound  level  projections 
must  be  disclosed  in  the  Palmdale-Rurbank  EIR  These  requirements  can  only  be 
satisfied  by  including  in  the  Palmdale-Rurbank  EIR/EIS  detailed  high  speed  train 
noise  contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  platted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  which 
range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 

*  Consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA  s  2012  manual,  provide  noise 
modeling  assumptions  and  sound  exposure  calculation  parameters  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  the  public  to  check  SEL  results  plotted  in  the  noise  contour  maps, 

*  Ensure  that  the  noise  propagation  parameters  assumed  in  all  noise  modeling  efforts 
are  appropriate  to  geographic  and  ground  conditions  in  Acton. 

*  Map  Ldn  noise  measurements  that  establish  existing  noise  conditions  in  Acton 
including  exact  locations,  dates,  and  times  of  measurements, 

*  Map  Lin  noise  contours  in  1 0  dRA  increments  ranging  from  maximum  values  to  60 
dBA  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  in  Acton. 

*  Consistent  with  a  mathematically  accurate  interpretation  of  Figure  A-5  provided  in 
the  2012  FRA  Noise  Assessment  Manual,  adopt  a  "severe  impact"  Ldn  noise  criterion 
of  5  dBA  for  all  areas  in  which  the  existing  L#  value  is  less  than  55  dBA, 

*  Consistent  with  CEQA  requirements  that  an  EIR  quantify  and  mitigate  actual  project 
impacts,  establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  that  addresses  both  high 
speed  train  sound  exposure  levels  and  projected  train  passby  rates,  then  map  (in  10 
dRA  contours)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  impact  SE:  criterion  is 
met  or  exceeded,  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation, 
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*  Establish  a  "severe"  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  15  dBA/second  for  noise  onset 
rate  impacts,  then  map  alt  locations  in  Acton  where  this  "severe"  noise  onset  rate 
noise  impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for 
the  Palmdale- Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation. 

*  Establish  a  "severe1'  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  75  dBA  for  animal  noise  impacts, 
then  map  (in  10  dBA  contour  Increments)  ail  locations  in  Acton  where  animal  noise 
impact  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for  the 
Palmdale- Burbank  route  and  designate  these  locations  for  mitigation* 

*  Provide  assumptions  and  modeling  inputs  used  to  derive  all  mitigated  noise 
projections  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  confir  m  the 
accuracy  of  the  mitigation  levels  claimed* 

*  If  noise  mitigation  measures  are  deemed  appropriate  tor  some  portions  of  Acton  but  not  for 
others,  provide  details  regarding  such  decisions,  recognizing  that  CEQA  does  not  permit  the 
HSRA  to  reject  Feasible  mitigation  measures  unless  the  marginal  cost  of  such  measures  are 
so  great  that  they  render  the  entire  Palmdale-Burbank  project  economically  nonwiahle* 
Note:  The  fact  that  the  California  High  speed  Rail  Project  Is  intrinsically  non-viable  from  an 
economic  perspective  shall  not  factor  Into  this  decision, 

*  Provide  mitigated  Ldn  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation) )  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

*  Provide  mitigated  SEL  noise  contour  maps  in  1 0  dBA  increments  that  range  from 
maximum  values  to  60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation]  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

*  Provide  mitigated  noise  onset  rate  contour  maps  that  are  based  on  projected  train 
noise  levels  (with  mitigation]  for  ail  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

*  Provided  mitigated  animal  noise  impact  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  are  based 
on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors 
proposed  in  Acton  for  Acton* 

*  Provide  both  a  qualitative  discussion  and  a  consistent  quantitative  analysis  of  the 
extent  to  which  mitigation  measures  successfully  reduced  severe  Ldn  noise  impacts, 
severe  SEL  noise  impacts,  severe  noise  onset  rate  impacts,  and  severe  animal  noise 
impacts* 

*  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of 
Angeles  Forest  Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachap* 
Renewable  Transmission  Project  {"TRTP"}  will  continue  through  the  end  of  2015, 
Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain  from  collecting  any  "existing" 
noise  data  in  these  areas  until  alter  TRTP  construction  is  completed*  If  this 
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instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly 
represent  actual  noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise 
impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

*  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in 
all  locations  along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact  assessments  conducted  For  these  uses  and  facilities 
must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and  representative,  F1A/HSRA  staff  should  work 
closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible  animal  issues  are  addressed, 

*  FRA/  HSRA  must  perform  follow  u  p  noise  measurements  to  ton  fi  rm  the  accuracy  of 
their  predicted  noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values, 
additional  mitigation  measures  must  be  implemented. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  laaiueline  Aver 

Jacqueline  Ayer 
AfrSpedafemlxom 
2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Figure  1.  Area  Where  Corridor  Enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes 


Figure  2:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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FOOTNOTES 

1  Page  2-4  of  the  2012  “High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment1'  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US,  Department  of  Transportation. 

2  Figure  2-6  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  this  figure, 
though  generalized,  indicates  a  30  dR  sound  increase  when  going  from  a  conventional 
locomotive  operating  at  approximately  1 1 0  mph  to  a  high  speed  train  operating  at 
approximately  200  miles  per  hour  [where  Vti  -  60  and  Vt i  -  160  as  indicated  in  Table  4-5), 

3  Page  6-2  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  2012,  which  states  that  188  trains  (94  in  each  direction]  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night  In  addition,  48  trains  [24  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  (4  in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  night  Assuming  more  than  half  the  day 
trains  run  during  peak  hours  results  in  a  trip  frequency  exceeding  20  trains  per  hour, 

4  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment  '  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US,  Department  of  Transportation. 

5  Figures  2-6,  4-1,  and  pages  2~8  to  2-1 1  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation 
Noise  and  Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration's  Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of 
Transportation. 

(J  Actual  noise  exposure  levels  double  with  each  incremental  increase  of  10  dBA,  so  a  10 
dBA  increase  results  In  a  doubled  noise  exposure  level,  a  20  dBA  increase  results  in  a 
quadrupled  noise  exposure  level,  and  a  15  dBA  increase  approximately  results  in  a  tr  ipled 
noise  exposure  level. 

7  Page  A- 17  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  bv  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation, 

0  Page  A- 1 8  of  the  20 1 2 "  H  igh-S  peed  G  rou  nd  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Im  pact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

4  Figure  2-2  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation.  Note  that  for  ICE 
systems,  an  onset  rate  of  15  d 8/second  is  possible  for  a  speed /distance  factor  of  2,  and 
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assuming  a  train  speed  oF220  mph,  this  onset  rate  can  occur  within  1 10  feet  of  the  high 
speed  rail  corridor 

10  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transporta  don, 

1 1  Page  2-7  of  the  2012  'High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment r  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

u  Page  3-2  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

13  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration  s  Office  of  Railroad 
Pnlicyand  Development  under  the  US*  Department  of  Transportation. 

14  Page  A-20  of  the  2012  'High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration’s  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation, 

15  See  2005  version  of  the  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and  Vibration  Impact 
Assessment”  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's  Office  of  Railroad 
Policy  and  Development  under  the  US,  Departmentof  Transportation. 

11 fJ  F.  Bradley,  C  8 ookP  a  n  d  A,  E ,  8  o  w les,  Effects  of  L ow-A l ti Code  A ircraft  Overfjig h ts  on 
Domestic  Turkey  Poults,  Report  No,  HSD-TR -90-034,  U.S.  Air  Force  Systems  Command, 
Noise  and  Sonic  Boom  Impact  Technology  Program,  June  1990, 

17  Page  6-2  of  the  "Noise  and  Vibration  Technical  Report"  from  the  Merced-Fresno  Project 
EIR/EIS  issued  April  201 2,  which  states  Uiat  1  Retrains  [94  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  San  Francisco  to  LA  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day,  and  28  (14 
in  each  direction]  will  do  so  at  nighL  In  addition,  48  trains  [24  in  each  direction)  traveling 
between  Sacramento  and  Los  Angeles  will  pass  through  or  stop  in  Fresno  during  the  day, 
and  8  more  trains  [4  in  each  direction)  will  do  so  at  night.  This  results  in  a  total  of  272 
trains  traveling  between  Fresno  and  Los  Angeles  each  day, 

1H  Table  A-l  on  Page  A-21  of  the  2012  "High-Speed  Ground  Transportation  Noise  and 
Vibration  Impact  Assessment"  Manual  published  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration's 
Office  of  Railroad  Policy  and  Development  under  the  US.  Department  of  Transportation. 

w  For  example,  25  is  the  number  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  the  BNSF  alternative 
reported  in  Table  8-2,  but  the  sum  of  all  the  numbers  of  residual  severe  impacts  for  this 
alternative  that  are  repotted  in  Tables  8-9  to  8-1 1  only  add  up  to  17, 
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20  For  example.  Table  7*10  reports  that  520  residences,  3  hotels,  1  park  and  1  church  will 
have  "severe"  impacts  associated  with  the  proposed  hybrid  alternative.  Vet,  Table  £-3 
indicates  that  416  "severe"  receptors  will  be  protected  by  the  "cost  effective"  noise 
barriers,  and  25  will  not.  There  is  no  discussion  of  the  extent  (SFany)  to  which  the 
remaining  100  receptors  will  be  protected,  and  why  they  it  was  deemed  not  "cost  effective" 
to  protect  them. 
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COMMENTS  ON  THE  FRA/CHSRA  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW 
PROCEDURES  THAT  WILL  BE  IMPLEMENTD  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE-BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


In  July,  2014,  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  (“FRA1')  issued  a  Notice  of  Intent  ("NOI") 
and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  ("HSRA”)  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation 
(“NOP")  for  the  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  ("HSR")  project.  The  HSR 
project  is  subject  to  several  federal  and  state  environmental  regulations,  including  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  and  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
("CEQA").  The  approach  that  has  been  adopted  by  FRA/CHSRA  to  comply  with  these 
regulations  has  raised  a  number  of  concerns,  as  described  below. 

1.  CEQA  APPLIES  TO  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 

Footnote  1  of  the  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  states: 

"The  (CHSRA]  Authority  has  prepared  this  Notice  of  Preparation 
voluntarily  and  is  not  waiving  any  rights  it  may  have  related  to  Surface 
Transportation  Board  jurisdiction  and  regulation  of  this  proposed  project 
under  the  Interstate  Commission  Termination  Acton  of  1995,  including  that 
Act's  preemptive  effect  on  CEQA' s  application  to  this  proposed  project." 


From  the  language  appearing  in  this  footnote,  the  HSRA  appears  to  have  the  mistaken 
impression  that  CEQA  compliance  is  somehow  “optional"  because  the  high  speed  rail 
project  falls  under  the  preemptive  jurisdiction  of  the  Surface  Transportation  Board.  The 
HSRA  is  misinformed.  At  a  minimum,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
Section  404  requirements  of  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act  and,  by  extension,  Section  401 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  Jurisdiction  over  Section  401  compliance  lies  with 
the  California  Water  Resources  Control  Board,  which  will  not  approve  any  401  certification 
unless  and  until  the  CHSRA  has  complied  fully  with  CEQA.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank 
HSR  project  straddles  two  regional  water  boards  (Lahontan  and  Los  Angeles),  the  State 
Water  Resources  Control  Board  will  assume  responsibility  for  the  401  compliance 
certification.  Like  FERC's  preemptive  authority  over  dam  licenses  under  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  STB's  preemptive  authority  over  high  speed  rail  projects  does  not,  and  cannot,  obviate 
any  obligation  to  fully  comply  with  CEQA. 

It  is  further  pointed  out  that  FRA's  own  “Procedures  For  Considering  Environmental 
Impacts"  [64  FR  28549]  clearly  recognize  the  applicability  of  CEQA  because  these 
procedures  compel  CHSRA  to  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  with  FRA  to  address  actions  that 
are  subject  to  state  requirements  that  are  comparable  to  NEPA  (as  is  the  case  with  CEQA). 
FRA  procedures  (found  in  64  FR  28549  Section  6  paragraph  2]  state: 

"Consistent  with  the  requirements  of  CEQ  1506.2  and  1506.5  an  applicant 
shall,  to  the  fullest  extent  possible,  serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  if 
the  applicant  is  a  State  agency  or  local  agency,  and  the  proposed  action 
is  subject  to  State  or  local  requirements  comparable  to  NEPA". 
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To  be  clear,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to  all  aspects  of  CEQA  regulations, 
including  those  provisions  that  require  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  and/or  the 
"environmentally  superior  alternative"  unless  such  measures  or  alternatives  are  shown 
(based  on  substantial  evidence)  to  be  infeasible. 

2.  THE  SCOPE  OF  ROUTE  ALTERNATIVES  PROPOSED  FOR  THE  PALMDALE- 
BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT  IS  TOO  NARROWLY  DEFINED 

Both  CEQA  and  NEPA  require  FRA/HSRA  to  consider  a  range  of  project  alternatives  that 
would  substantially  meet  project  objectives  and  protect  environmental  and  community 
resources.  The  Palmdale-Burbank  project  described  in  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  by 
FRA/HSRA  is  too  narrowly  defined  to  meet  these  requirements.  Specifically,  the 
"Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area"  depicted  in  Figure  1  of  the  NOP  is  so  limited  that  it 
precludes  consideration  of  a  route  alternative  that  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every 
community  that  lies  between  the  cities  of  Palmdale  and  Burbank  To  correct  this 
substantial  deficiency,  the  "Alternative  Route  Study  Area"  must  be  adjusted  as  depicted  in 
Exhibit  1.  This  ensures  that  an  alternative  route  will  be  considered  which  enters  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  ("ANF")  outside  the  Community  of  Acton  (see  Exhibit  2)  and 
remains  underground  in  Acton  within  a  corridor  that  avoids  residential  areas.  This 
alternative  route  achieves  all  of  the  community,  natural  environment,  and  wildlife  corridor 
protection  provisions  that  were  specified  in  the  High  Speed  Rail  Passenger  Train  Bond  Act 
(Proposition  1A)  that  was  approved  by  California  voters  in  2008.  The  amount  of  tunneling 
required  for  this  alternative  route  is  certainly  achievable,  and  is  in  fact  only  slightly  more 
than  the  20.2  miles  of  tunnel  already  proposed  for  other  alternatives  considered  for  this 
Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  (see  the  SCN  +  SR14E/W  Hybrid  alternatives).  Equally 
important  is  the  fact  that  the  tunnel  length  required  for  this  alternative  is  substantially  less 
than  what  has  been  achieved  by  other  HSR  projects  around  the  world.  A  finding  by 
FRA/HSRA  that  this  route  cannot  technically  be  achieved  is  tantamount  to  declaring  that 
American  engineers  are  neither  as  smart  nor  as  capable  as  European  or  Japanese  engineers 
(which  is  hardly  the  case).  Consistent  with  CEQA  and  NEPA  requirements,  the  "Alternative 
Route  Study  Area"  must  be  expanded  to  ensure  that  this  "no  impact"  route  option  is 
included  in  the  range  of  alternatives  considered  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS 

3.  PREVIOUS  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEWS  CONDUCTED  BY  FRA/HSRA  ON  OTHER 
HSR  SEGMENTS  HAVE  NOT  PROPERLY  IMPLEMENTED  CEQA'S  MITIGATION 
AND  "ENVIRONMENTALLY  SUPERIOR"  PROVISIONS 

CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  provision  are  much  more  stringent  thatn 
NEPA  regulations.  For  instance,  under  CEQA,  HSRA  is  required  to  develop  an 
"environmentally  superior"  alternative,  and  it  requires  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures 
and/or  the  environmentally  superior  project  alternative  if  doing  so  successfully  reduces 
significant  impacts  while  still  achieving  most  project  objectives.  The  only  exception  to  this 
is  when  it  is  conclusively  demonstrated  (by  substantial  evidence  provided  in  the  record) 
that  the  cost  to  implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation  measures  will  make  the  entire 
project  financially  infeasible.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to 
CEQA,  these  more  stringent  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  requirements  apply. 
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For  some  reason,  HSRA  has  not  complied  with  CEQA's  stringent  mitigation  requirements  in 
the  previous  environmental  impact  studies  that  it  has  performed.  For  instance,  in  the 
Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  the  noise  impact  section  and  associated  Technical  Report  state 
quite  clearly  that  mitigation  in  the  form  of  noise  barriers  would  only  be  implemented  in 
those  areas  where  it  is  deemed  "cost  effective"  to  do  so  (see  EIR/EIS  Section  3.4).  It  further 
clarifies  that  "severe"  noise  impacts  would  remain  unmitigated  in  those  areas  where  noise 
barriers  are  not  deemed  "cost  effective".  HSRA  fails  to  provide  any  proof  that  deploying 
additional  noise  barriers  in  these  severely  impacted  areas  would  render  the  entire  Merced- 
Fresno  project  financially  infeasible.  Even  if  HSRA  declared  this  to  be  the  case,  such  a 
declaration  is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  provided  in  the  record  that  the  additional  cost 
of  one  more  foot  of  noise  barrier  would  fiscally  "break"  the  project.  The  Merced-Fresno 
EIR/EIS  noise  impact  study  clearly  violates  CEQA's  mitigation  and  environmental 
protection  provisions. 

To  make  matters  worse,  the  Summary  Section  of  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  gives  the 
impression  that  noise  impacts  would  be  fully  mitigated,  even  though  the  noise  impact 
section  of  the  EIR/EIS  makes  it  quite  clear  that  noise  impacts  will  NOT  be  fully  mitigated. 
The  EIR/EIS  states  (on  page  S-15)  "In  some  locations,  operational  noise  impacts  of 
substantial  intensity  under  NEPA  and  significant  under  CEQA  would  occur,  but  when  fully 
mitigated  they  would  be  of  negligible  intensity  under  NEPA  and  less  than  significant  under 
CEQA".  This  disingenuous  and  deceitful  statement  belies  the  fact  that  CHSRA  has  no 
intention  of  "fully  mitigating"  operational  noise  impacts,  and  for  those  decisionmakers  and 
stakeholders  that  only  review  the  EIR/EIS  Summary,  it  instills  the  false  belief  that 
operational  noise  impacts  will  be  fully  mitigated. 

Such  deceit  WILL  NOT  be  tolerated  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project,  and  the  Community  of 
Acton  insists  on  strict  compliance  with  CEQA  mitigation  to  the  fullest  extent  of  the  law. 

This  includes  the  consideration  and  adoption  of  an  "Environmentally  Superior"  alternative 
which  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank, 
namely  the  underground  route  through  the  ANF  described  in  Section  2. 

4.  KEY  FEDERAL  AGENCIES  HAVE  BEEN  OMITTED  FROM  THE  SCOPING  PROCESS 

Neither  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  ("USFS")  nor  its  parent  agency  (the  US  Department  of 
Agriculture)  have  been  identified  as  Participating  Agencies  (or  even  Cooperating  Agencies) 
in  FRA's  NOI  issued  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project.  .  This  is  particularly 
surprising,  given  that  the  USFS  has  jurisdiction  over  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF") 
which  underlies  the  "Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area",  and  is  responsible  for  issuing  the 
"Special  Use  Permit"  or  other  relevant  authorization  that  will  be  necessary  to  construct  any 
route  that  affects  the  ANF.  An  HSR  route  through  the  ANF  will  eliminate  adverse  impacts 
on  virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank,  and  is  therefore  a  matter  of 
considerable  interest  to  affected  stakeholders.  FRA's  failure  to  include  the  USFS  as  a 
Participating  Agency,  and  the  USFS's  failure  to  participate  in  the  public  scoping  meetings 
has  caused  significant  public  unease,  and  has  raised  the  public's  perception  that  neither  the 
FRA  nor  the  HSRA  are  truly  committed  to  developing  a  route  that  protects  many  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  from  adverse  impacts.  This  is  particularly  true  in  the  Community  of 
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Acton,  which  is  traversed  by  (and  will  be  substantially  damaged  by)  every  single  HSR  route 
proposed  by  FRA/HSRA.  The  Community  of  Acton  expects  FRA's  failure  to  include  the 
USFS  as  a  Participating  Agency  will  be  rectified,  and  that  the  USFS  will  fully  participate  in 
the  FRA/HSRA  environmental  review  and  public  outreach  efforts  going  forward. 

5.  INADEQUATE  DEFINITION  OF  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 
PRECLUDES  MEANINGFUL  PUBLIC  COMMENT  AT  THIS  TIME 

The  HSRA's  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  includes  a  “Route  Alternative  Study 
Area”  which  traverses  the  ANF.  However,  this  alternative  is  so  poorly  defined  and  lacks 
locational  information  to  such  an  extent  that  affected  stakeholders  are  unable  to  provide 
meaningful  scoping  comments  at  this  time.  Regarding  this  HSR  route  alternative,  it  is 
expected  that  stakeholders  will  have  future  opportunities  to  provide  scoping  comments 
once  this  alternative  is  properly  refined  to  a  level  which  permits  meaningful  public 
comment.  It  is  further  expected  that  these  comments  will  be  accorded  the  same  weight  as 
any  and  all  timely-submitted  scoping  comments  that  the  FRA  and  CHSRA  receive  pursuant 
to  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  July,  2014. 

6.  THE  FRA/HSRA  SCOPING  PROGRAM  ESTABLISHES  INCONSISTENT  DEADLINES 

According  to  the  comment  cards  and  scoping  flyer  distributed  jointly  by  the  FRA  and  HSRA 
at  the  public  scoping  meetings  that  were  held  in  August  and  noticed  in  the  NOP  and  NOI, 
public  scoping  comments  are  due  on  or  before  August  31,  2014.  However,  the  NOI  issued 
by  the  FRA  and  published  in  the  Federal  Register  establishes  a  public  scoping  deadline  of 
August  25,  2014.  The  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  was  merely  signed  on  July  24,  2014,  and  it 
does  not  specify  any  scoping  comment  deadline  nor  does  it  indicate  a  publication  date. 
Despite  these  apparent  inconsistencies  and  the  clearly  mixed  message  that  the  public  has 
received  from  FRA/HSRA  regarding  when  scoping  comments  are  actually  due,  and  in 
recognition  of  the  fact  that  full  and  meaningful  public  participation  is  a  fundamental 
objective  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA,  it  is  expected  that  FRA  and  HSRA  will  deem  all  comments 
received  on  or  before,  or  postmarked  by,  August  31  2014  to  be  timely  submitted,  and  will 
accord  them  the  same  weight  and  due  consideration  given  to  all  scoping  comments 
submitted  on  or  before  August  25,  2014. 

7.  THE  PALMDALE-LOS  ANGELES  HSR  PROJECT  HAS  BEEN  IMPROPERLY 
SEGMENTED  INTO  TWO  SEPARATE  PROJECTS  IN  VIOLATION  OF  CEQA  &  NEPA 

The  FRA/HSRA  have  taken  a  single  project  (the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project)  and 
improperly  split  it  up  into  two  separate  projects  (the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  and  the 
Burbank-Los  Angeles  HSR  Project)  in  violation  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA. 

FRA  claims  that  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project  and  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  project  will 
have  "independent  utility”,  which  means  that  these  two  projects  are  not  'connected 
actions”  (as  that  term  is  contemplated  in  NEPA)  and  will  therefore  function  without  need 
of,  and  independent  from,  each  other.  Such  a  statement  is  ridiculous  on  its  face.  A  stand¬ 
alone  high  speed  train  connecting  Burbank  with  Los  Angeles  is  intrinsically  non-viable 
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given  the  short  distance  it  would  cover  (11  miles)  and  its  "unnecessary”  nature.  FRA 
claims  that  the  Burbank  and  Los  Angeles  terminals  are  "rational  for  transportation 
movements",  but  does  not  provide  any  supporting  evidence  that  any  passenger  would  ever 
have  need  of  such  transportation.  The  reason  for  this  lack  of  evidence  is  simple;  it  does  not 
exist.  Additional  reasons  offered  by  FRA  to  further  justify  this  improper  segmentation  of 
the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  are  equally  insubstantial:  for  example,  FRA  claims  that 
segmenting  these  two  projects  will  provide  "more  effective  planning  and  public  outreach  in 
these  highly  populated  areas”.  Obviously  this  is  untrue,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  FRA's 
public  scoping  and  outreach  actions  for  the  two  projects  were  combined  into  a  single 
scoping  and  outreach  effort.  Clearly,  FRA  is  capable  of  achieving  adequate  public  outreach 
and  planning  for  a  combined  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project. 

Aside  from  FRA's  specious  reasons  for  segmenting  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into 
two  separate  projects,  there  is  the  undeniable  fact  that  approving  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
portion  of  the  project  will  influence  the  decision  and  force  the  Palmdale-  Burbank  project 
to  proceed  notwithstanding  the  environmental  consequences.  The  Burbank-Los  Angeles 
section  serves  as  a  necessary  component  of  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  and  is 
therefore  a  connected  action  that  is  dependent  on  the  Palmdale-Burbank  Section.  As  the 
courts  have  determined,  these  are  the  hallmarks  of  distinguishing  improper  segmentation 
under  NEPA  and  they  clearly  preclude  FRA  from  splitting  up  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR 
project  into  two  different  projects. 

Separating  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  2  different  segments  is  also  a 
violation  of  CEQA.  Nonetheless,  the  NOP  issued  by  HSRA  asserts  that  splitting  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  separate  projects  is  necessary  because  a 
Supplemental  Alternatives  Analysis  Report  ["SAA"]  issued  in  May  2014  says  that  "it  would 
be  beneficial  to  address  the  environmental  effects  of  the  HSR  System  from  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  in  one  EIR/EIS  and  from  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles  in  a  separate  EIR/EIS.”  Aside 
from  the  obvious  fact  that  SAA  statements  do  not  obviate  CEQA  compliance  requirements, 
HSRA's  action  violates  CEQA  for  other  reasons.  CEQA  prohibits  HSRA  from  breaking  up  the 
Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into  component  parts  for  piecemeal  consideration.  The 
justifications  for  this  action  offered  by  HSRA  in  the  NOP  are  the  same  justifications  offered 
by  the  FRA  in  the  NOI,  and  they  fall  apart  for  the  same  reasons. 

8.  FAILURE  TO  PROVIDE  HSR  NOISE  LEVELS  VIOLATES  CEQA  AND  NEPA 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of 
"direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place"  [40 
C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  "direct  effects  which  are  caused"  by  high  speed  rail  operation 
include  significant  noise  levels  which  "occur  at  the  same  time  and  place  in  which  the  train 
passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  "direct  impacts"  of  a  project  to  the 
public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the 
actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project. 

Nonetheless,  and  despite  these  clearly  stated  requirements,  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to 
consider  (or  even  report)  ANY  actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  in  any  of  the 
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environmental  assessments  that  have  been  conducted  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Program.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  only  considered  24-hour  "aggregate"  noise  values  that 
were  never  published,  and  which  were  derived  by  reconciling  existing  noise  data  [averaged 
over  24  hours)  with  projected  high  speed  train  noise  data  [also  averaged  over  24  hours). 
While  these  "aggregate"  values  may  perhaps  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of 
indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a  cumulative  impact  [both  of  which  must  be  considered  under 
CEQA),  they  do  not,  by  any  stretch  of  the  imagination,  represent  "direct  effects"  of  the  high 
speed  train  which  occur  only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the  place  where,  the  high  speed  train 
passes  by.  The  Community  of  Acton  will  not  tolerate  such  CEQA  and  NEPA  violations,  and 
demands  that  actual  noise  level  predictions  resulting  from  HSR  operation  in  Acton  be 
provided  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS.  This  can  best  be  achieved  by  providing  noise 
contour  maps  for  Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  range  from  the 
maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 


Respectfully  submitted; 

/s/  Jacqueline  Aver 

Jacqueline  Ayer 

2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701 

August  29,  2014  Lancaster,  CA  93536 
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Exhibit  1:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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Exhibit  2.  Location  Where  the  HSR  Should  Enter  the  ANF  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes. 
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COMMENTS  ON  J'OTENTJAL  WELL  IMPACTS  RESULTING  FROM,  AND 
PROPOSED  MITIGATION  MEASURES  FOR.  FOR  THE  PROPOSED 
PALMDALE  B(JM  VAN K  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  PROJECT 


The  Community  ot  Acton  is  rowtreed  (imf  will  he  adversely  impacted  m  a  substantial 
™  imSlK  route  alternative  for  the  Palmd.de- Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Proper! 

j  l  n u n r  COrtsIdfliatfdn  hy  tht  3:u[lera3  Railway  Ad  mi  rustic  Litm  ["FIIA'I 

“  Hlfih  Spp.ri  Rail  Aulhn  nry  [nmMT}.  Acton  If  a  rural  camnn.iinty  will 

tructor^andas  *  typical  for -.mdi  cunmunltlss,  Acton  residents  predominantly 
j  c?ly  ci  n  ihotr  own  p  ri  vacif  rodent  I  aJ  well  ay  seems  far  cf  cun  diin  kJ  n  g  wa  ter,  ]  n  puhl  i  r 
niec-tnijp  with  FISRA  stuff,  Acton  re^iefon^  have  made  (heir Concerns  regarding  well 
impacts  kngwn.  ami  have  provided  HSRA  with  map?;  [mcorpora cod  herein  by  reference]  of 
general  lacacLDirc  where  proposed  H^Ft  routes  will  direr tly  uflfett  private  rwrEdimHal  Wells 
Tnose  concern*  sr*  summarized  below. 


1MPACTS  ™  ■NDiVIOUAL  RESIDENTIAL  WELLS  MUST  BE  BKUPERLV 
FDE\TIHFD  IN  THE  CEQA/NEPA  PROCESS  AND  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  EIR/EIS 

Both  fte^llfornli bivUumHtnj  Quality  Acton  ["fTQA")  and  Urn  National  Fnv imnnv«4 
rulity  Act  [  NltPA  )  obligate  3;KA/H'SRA  to  id-enrify  tJiu  locations  whurL-  all  potenKiaJ 
xdvrt  io  well  impact  may  occur.  And,  given  ihr  extreme  variability  of  Acton's 
hydrogenlogic  prolik,  id  verso  ivsidunUal  wffls  impacts  dro  likely  to  occur  at  loat*fm$  rh.lt 
Jrom  HSRco^tniction  ictEvIri**.  To  address  tills  issue  and  em«iiru 
CEQA/NtPAmmpliflnce,  PRA/H5SA  must  conduct  detailed  hydrogertaeit  surveys  nfull 
prapo.^d  rouL^s  thace^umd  atleustune  hall  nflile  tm  r  it  W  sidle  of  the  route  and  which 
iiluntiiy  nil  r.?sidL-ntiiil  well  systems  within  lliose  areas.  This  distoiioo  must  be  extended  Jr 
the  hydrogecSogie  conditions  are  such  rhijrt  potential  impacts  could  occur  beyond  one  halt 
mile  from  the  HSR  enirfdcn,  The-  surveys  musi  oddresia  wdl  depths  and  hydrogen  Ingjr 
Feature  Mi.it  could  concrlhiiM  rn  potenM  well  Impacts  resulting  fry  m  HMt  construct  I  on 
un  d/ or  "  T1 1 C  SU  r  vey  resu  I  cp  must  be  In  d  uded  i  n  the  E  Ffi/  El  s  a  I  ■  >ng  with 

l11  "J^Nonsof  die  location  ofwelb  that  may  be  adversely  j  nip  acted,  and  the  extent  to  which 
Uicy  will  In*  adversely  impacted .  An  appropriate  threshold  for  clru-.  rmimig  a  "sign  i  Been  r-/ 
sovi?i  r  well  impact  Is  .1 2%  1  fducuirn  in  wamr  yield  r«t«rs,  ur  a  measurable  increase  in  any 
nUhe  contaminants  regulated  under  C.ilirornia  Drinking  Water  regulation*.  /in¬ 
appropriate  baseline  for «*m  blblilni  water  yield  rates  end  water  quality  characteristics.  it. 

hC  riL1!.r^!la'Uu"  repllrT*  <twn,ed  by  the  Us  Angeles  County  Department  of 

Health  l  CPU  J  at  tile  lime  that  the  wells  were  approved.  In  the  event  sue  h  information  is 
unauqlMhie,  FRA/flSRA  shall  work  out  appropriate  hnsellm*  values  with  affected  property 
owners  tin  .111  individual  basis. 


Lus  u^ca  x/muM-  be 
SR/tfe 
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WPAlS SlTSsR  IDE  AP,,HOWATE  MlTICATfON  FQH  WELLS  THAT  MAY  BE 

[ISIS  thchyd^e^loaK-  surveys  Indicate  the  poieniJ.il  for  adverse  weLI 
1"*™  FHA/llSPAwm  work  wich  affected  resident*  to  develop  new  wafer  resources  Him 
□re  not  only  acceptable  mi)-,.  I1HH.  but  also  men  or  exceed  :hc  wan,  yl,.|d  rata  end  water 
?  'a  /  "V ''  arar’en,Tj'-i  achieved  by  the  well  that  may  he  impaired  by  the  construction 

■ww-wwikm  Jft^  fi&Ui.  vrtUABt  lx  (SWuedM, 

FO  LLO  WUf*  MJTI  CATION  MUST  BE  CO  N.M  1 1ERE  BAND  IMPLEM  ENT  EU  1 '  C 

FS  A/H5UA  mutt  be  held  a  trauma  Me  for  adverse  Impacts  to  any  a nd  all  residential  walk  in 
Mion  ^rorasa  result  urihe  construction  and  operation  or  the  propose  Palmdale- 
Rui-bjinSc  USE  pmj,., ,  To  ensure  this  outcome,  FRA/ilSRA  must  conduct  unonsiw 
Mlowup  oiv.-sttBBdoTU  Win„n  Acton  to  confirm  that  oil  wells  affected  by  HSR  conitnotltiB 
and  operation  v/ere  properly  identified  in  the  tiydregeolugic  >urveys  (described  above!  and 
alUdvtrse  impact,  proper^ mitigated  Tl,e*  followup  Investigations  must  consider  and 

u  T™™  falwd  hy  raldflntl  whfl  have  noted  adverse  weft  bn-ocw  whether  or  not 
i  hese  wells  were  captured  in  ihe  liydregeolofitc  surveys,  FKA/HSRA  must  determine  iliu 
significance  of  these  well  impacts  using  the  same  threshold  rriteiia  adopted  in  the  ElK/HS 
™  ^ tmP'lrts  *-■*  »  h*  sign  i  fleam  in  the  manner  and  ™t,-.u  required  by  the 
EtR/tJs  I)  Siidi  imparts  occur  as  a  result  olllSR  construction  and/or  operation 

6\uy)  LUUJL  lAYLUM  U  g^iAJU^d  4k 
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Submission  1151  (Christine  Creekpaum,  September  5,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #728  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/8/2014 

No 

9/5/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Chris 

Arlington 


00000 

chrisarlington43@yahoo.com 


No 


Sept  4,  2014 
Mark  A. 

McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 

I  am  writing  to  express  my  very  strong  opposition  to  the 

proposed  alternative  corridor  for  the  High  Speed  Rail.  I  have  been  riding 

horses  here  for  over 

60  years.  This  project  will  severely 

impact  our  natural  habitat  that  we  have  been  fighting  for  so  many  years  to 
maintain.  We  also  have  a  Mitigation  Bank  in  the  Big  Tujunga  Cyn  that 
includes  the  Tujunga  ponds  and  I  believe  the  area  covers  over  200  acres 
from  Wheatland  to  the  Foothill  Bridge. 


I  consider  your  map  to  be  way  to  vague.  You  are  going  to  tunnel  through  a 
major 

earthquake  fault  zone,  come  out  in  Lakeview  Terrace  then  have  to  cross 
Hansen 

Dam  which  is  a  50year  flood  zone.  I 

personally  witnessed  a  house  float  down  Big  Tujunga  Canyon  and  break  up 
at  the 

Foothill  Bridge  during  the  70'S. 
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A  very  large  part  of  Hansen  Dam  is  also  a  sacred  Native 

American  Buriel  Ground  which  we  are  not  allowed  to  build  on  except  portable 

buildings 

I  feel  following  the  original  plan  to  go  the  14  Highway  to 

the  5  and  follow  the  San  Fernando  corridor  would  have  less  impact . 

Although  I  feel  for  the  least  impact  and  danger  build  above  ground  and 
above  the  existing  tracks  for  the  Metrolink.  Make  it  a  monorail  over 
everything  with  least  amount  of  damage  to  the  land  and  less  danger  to  the 
public  and  wildlife 

Thank  you 

Christine  C.  Creekpaum 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-364 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1152  (Steve  Cremin,  August  31,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #356  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Steve 

Cremin 


5323  West  Ave.  V 

Acton 

CA 

93510 

661-645-8022 

marmikersteve@aol.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

As  a  resident  of  Acton,  I'm  deeply  concerned  about  the  HSR's  effect  on  the 
local  aquifer.  I'm  not  convinced  that  an  EIR  can  adequately  predict  the  impact 
that  the  construction  and  operation  of  a  high  speed  rail  line  will  have  on  the 
local  water  supply.  But,  as  we  all  struggle  to  make  it  through  the  current 
drought,  please  be  mindful  that  our  aquifer  is  a  fragile  member  of  our  family. 
Hundreds  of  families  in  the  area  rely  on  well  water  for  their  survival.  And, 
we're  relying  on  you  and  your  project  to  respect  and  protect  our  water. 

I  don't  support  the  HSR  project.  It  seems  to  be  an  unnecessary  risk  at  a  time 
when  most  of  the  infrastructure  of  our  state  needs  updating.  But,  if  you  must 
proceed,  please  do  so  responsibly. 

Thank  you, 

Steve  Cremin 
5323  West  Ave.  V 
Acton,  CA  93510 
661-645-8022 


Steve  Cremin 
marmikersteve@aol.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1153  (Marla  Cremin,  August  31,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #360  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Marla 

Cremin 


Acton 

CA 

00000 


marmiker@aol.com 


No 

To  whom  it  may  concern, 

I  just  want  it  to  be  noted  that  I  am  an  Acton  resident  that  opposes  the  route  of 
the  train  that  brings  it  through  Acton  -Agua  dulce. 

I  am  extremely  worried  about  the  impact  it  will  have  on  our  community. 

Thank  you 
Sincerely 
Marla  Cremin 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Sent  from  my  iPhone 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Submission  1154  (Robert  D  Crossan,  August  29,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 


NAME:  /10J3ERT  P-  CrtOSSAki 

MEETING  LOCATION:  /\C.  'f'O  M  ?  AFFILIATION:  /V^/Y/6 

ADDRESS:  ao'itx  Al~iSO  C/N.  /?£?  EMAIL:  Mfirtlx 

CITY:  PALMDAi-B  STATE:  CIA. 


DATE:  Sr/zf/l'i 


PHONE:  66  l 
ZIP: 


WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?*  (Check  all  that  apply) 
■"NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 


PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 
BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES 


PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT- 
LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

faAe "  TjujL-Jb oee^/<UdL>  ?  • 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENTTO  ADDRESS? 


ADDITONAL  COMMENTS: 


THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS. 

PLEASE  SUBMIT  YOUR  SCOPING  COMMENT  FORM  AT  THE  SIGH-IN  TABLE  OR  MAIL  THIS  PRE-ADDRESSED  FORM. 
YOU  MAY  ALSO  SUBMIT  IT  VIA  EMAIL  TO:  Palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov 
ALL  SCOPING  COMMENTS  FOR  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  BY  AUG.  31,  2014. 

Send  by  Certified  Mail  to: 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-368 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1155  (Rich  Crowther,  August  29,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #493  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Rich 

Crowther 


00000 

crowthers@ca .  rr.  com 

To  Whom  it  May  Concern, 


This  e-mail  is  sent  to  express  my  complete  opposition  to  the  High  Speed  Rail 
Authority's  vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area. 

I  believe  it  totally  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  issue  such  a  vague  and  non¬ 
specific  map  showing  a  nearly  500  square  mile  tract.  Your  constituents 
living  within  that  area  deserve  better.  This  map  puts  them  in  the  path  of  HSR 
and  needlessly  places  them  under  a  cloud  of  uncertainty 


My  community,  Shadow  Hills,  is  in  the  path  of  this  ill-conceived  route  and  I 
am  adamant  that  no  lines  for  HSR  come  through  Shadow  Hills,  the  Big 
Tujunga 

Wash,  nor  the  Angeles  National  Forest  for  several  reasons.  The  Alternative 
Corridor  would  pose  a  threat  to  some  of  Los  Angeles'  last  remaining 
equestrian 

communities  and  ruin  property  values.  Additionally,  this  disastrous  path  would 
pose  a  risk  to  several  endangered  species,  mar  a  federal  scenic  highway, 
and 

cross  active  earthquake  faults,  raising  many  safety  issues. 


Therefore,  I  recommend  HSR  stick  to  the  original  Rte  14/ 1-5  route,  which  is 
far  more  direct  and  cost  effective.  The  Rtel 4/1-5  route  follows  an  already 
established, 

industrial  transportation  corridor  and  will  have  far  less  residential  and 
environmental  impact. 


Sincerely, 

Rich  Crowther 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1156  (Gina  Cruz,  August  31,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #395  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Gina 

Last  Name  : 

Cruz 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11483  Ruggiero  Ave. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Lake  View  Terrace 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91342 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

ginakeilcruz@yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I'm  writing  to  you  to  express  my  strong  opposition  to  the  Alternative  Corridor 
for  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  rail  line  that  would  run  through 
Lake  View  Terrace.  I  am  a  new  resident  of  Lake  View  Terrace.  My  family 
just  moved  here  from  Bel  Air  in  January  of  2014.  We  purchased  a  new 
construction  home  on  two  acres  in  a  beautiful  section  of  Lake  View  Terrace 
right  near  the  Hansen  Dam.  Our  10-year  old  daughter  has  been  riding  horses 
for  four  years,  so  we  decided  it  was  time  to  get  our  own  horses.  We  moved 
here  with  the  dream  of  having  horses  on  our  own  property,  but  yet  still  being 
in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  with  a  reasonable  commute  to  Downtown  LA.  We 
are  now  the  proud  owners  of  two  horses  and  are  working  on  getting  the 
backyard  ready  for  the  horses  to  come  home. 

This  community  is  a  unique  hidden  gem  within  the  City  of  LA  where  life  is  a 
little  more  laid  back,  neighbors  are  very  friendly  and  welcoming  and  there's 
always  someone  walking  down  the  street  on  a  horse.  There  is  no  place  else 
like  it  in  this  city.  Not  only  do  the  residents  take  advantage  of  the  horse 
friendliness  of  the  community  but  many  others  from  surrounding  areas  come 
to  this  area  to  ride  their  horses,  enjoy  the  beautiful  trails  and  take  lessons  at 
the  world  class  riding  facilities,  including  Middle  Ranch  and  the  Hansen  Dam 
Equestrian  Center. 

I  was  horrified  to  hear  that  a  high  speed  rail  line  is  being  considered  to  come 
through  this  area.  This  is  an  area  with  a  long  established  history  as  a  ranch 
community,  and  one  of  the  few  areas  in  the  City  of  LA  where  horses  are 
allowed  on  residential  properties.  Any  alteration  to  this  community  by  a  high 
speed  rail  line  running  through  it  would  be  a  tragedy. 

I  am  also  a  Licensed  Civil  Engineer,  so  if  I  take  a  moment  to  look  at  this  from 
a  practical  perspective,  and  leave  my  emotions  aside,  it  just  does  not  make 
sense.  I  really  don't  think  it's  reasonable  to  expect  that  you  can  tunnel 
through  the  Verdugo  Mountains,  in  an  earthquake  fault  zone,  and  expect  that 
it  could  be  economically  feasible.  The  assertion  that  it  would  be  less 
expensive  than  going  around  the  mountains  can't  possibly  be  based  in  reality. 

I  would  like  to  see  the  cost  estimates  supporting  these  claims.  It  seems  to 
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me  that  it  would  make  much  more  sense  to  utilize  existing  right  of  ways  along 
the  14  and  5  freeways  to  keep  the  cost  down,  as  well  as  minimize  the  impact 
to  existing  homes. 

Mr.  Antonovich's  assertion  that  this  alternative  route  should  be  considered  to 
avoid  impacting  his  constituents  is  entirely  inappropriate.  This  type  of  impact 
on  any  community  is  tragic,  and  for  him  to  suggest  that  the  community  he 
represents  is  more  important  than  our  community  is  just  reprehensible. 


I  also  need  to  mention  that  your  community  outreach  efforts  are  severely 
lacking.  Our  home  appears  to  lie  within  the  study  area,  and  we  are  walking 
distance  from  the  Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center  where  one  of  the 
meetings  was  held.  We  received  no  prior  notice  that  this  meeting  was  being 
held.  I  heard  about  it  after  the  fact  from  a  neighbor,  and  she  only  heard  about 
it  through  friends  on  social  media.  Why  were  flyers  not  distributed  to  every 
homeowner  affected  by  this  study?  I  can  only  assume  that  efforts  were  made 
to  keep  this  quiet,  in  order  to  minimize  the  opposition.  Surely  there  are  legal 
ramifications  to  such  an  approach. 


I  hope  you  will  take  a  hard  look  at  the  severe  impact  this  route  would  have  on 
such  a  unique  community,  that  deserves  to  be  preserved.  I  hope  that  you  will 
also  take  a  realistic  look  at  the  costs  of  tunneling  through  the  mountains,  and 
potential  safety  hazards  of  running  a  train  through  a  tunnel  in  an  active  fault 
zone.  I  feel  confident  that  once  you  have  considered  these  issues 
appropriately,  you  will  make  the  right  decision  and  abandon  this  alternative 
route. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Gina  Keil  Cruz,  P.E. 

Homeowner 
11483  Ruggiero  Ave. 

Lake  View  Terrace,  CA  91342 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Attention  HSRA: 


We  are  STRONGLY  OPPOSED  to  the  idea  of  the  bullet  train  running  through 
what  is  known  as  "The  Alternative  Corridor.  The  possible  impacts  to  not  only 
Kagel  Canyon,  but  the  entire  undeveloped  area  under  consideration  are  too 
many  to  even  enumerate,  but  all  threaten  to  damage  our  quality  and  way  of 
life  and  that  of  the  wildlife  that  is  already  under  constant  strain.  The  train's 
impact  to  the  environment  (many  endangered  species  live  in  the  San 
Gabriels),  the  aquifer  which  supplies  many  of  our  wells,  damage  to  the 
National  Forest,  etc.  We  also  find  it  preposterous  that  this  alternate  route 
would  be  considered  over  a  route  that  would  make  more  sense... which  would 
be  the  one  listed  in  the  original  plan.  This  route  is  ALREADY  impacted  by 
people  and  should  be  the  only  route  considered  in  order  to  keep  the  rural  and 
wild  area's  intact.  To  do  something  of  this  magnitude  through  an 
undeveloped  area  is  insanity,  irresponsible  and  plain  old  WRONG.  DO  NOT 
do  this,  and  you  will  help  protect  our  canyon,  our  neighbors,  our  rural  areas 
and  our  National  Forest! 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Thank  you. 

Sincerely, 

The  Whelan's 
Kagel  Canyon  residents 
Taxpayers 
California  Voters 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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— Original  Message — 

From:  Jan  &  Skip  Cunningham  [mailto:janandskip@earthlink.net] 

Sent:  Saturday,  August  23,  2014  1 1 :08  AM 
To:  'palmdale-burbank@hsr.ca.gov' 

Subject:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR  /  EIS 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I'm  sending  this  email  in  OPPOSITION  to  the  above-ground  alignment  of  the 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  proposed  high-speed  rail. 

As  I  am  a  Sand  Canyon  resident,  the  preferred  alignment  is  going  directly 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  and  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all 
together. 

Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  the 
tunnel  extension  alignment  causes  considerably  less  damage  to  our 
community. 


The  above  ground  alignment  would  be  disastrous  to  us.  The  results  would  be 
irreparable. 

It  is  way  too  close  to  two  elementary  schools,  putting  1000  children  in 
danger,  and  creating  noise  which  would  very  negatively  impact  the  ability  of 
our  children  to  learn  in  the  classroom  and  play  on  the  yard. 

It  eliminates  a  community  church  and  eliminates  homes,  which  displaces 
families,  and  will  destroy  our  neighborhood. 

The  noise  impacts  would  be  intolerable  and  the  visual  impacts  unsightly.  In 
addition,  it  would  eliminate  a  job  center  which  has  been  approved  for  our 
community. 

I  would  respectfully  request  that  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  is  bypassed 
entirely.  If  that  option  is  not  chosen,  please  at  least  take  into 
consideration  the  welfare  of  the  residents  of  our  valley,  and  adopt  the 
tunnel  alignment. 
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Thank  you, 

Jan  Cunningham 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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:  To  Whom  it  May  Concern: 


I  am  writing  this  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  vague  and  non-specific 
Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area  for  the  High  Speed  Rail.  As  a  Shadow 
Hills  home  owner  of  4  years,  I  am  deeply  concerned  about  the  destruction  of 
our  community  that  would  be  caused  by  this  project. 


This  HSR  alternative  line  puts  Shadow  Hills  directly  in  the  center  of  the 
proposed  area  and  severely  threatens  our  way  of  life.  The  damage  this  would 
cause  to  our  quiet  residential  and  surrounding  environmentally  sensitive 
areas  is  undeniable.  It  will  desecrate  our  property  values  while  simultaneously 
bringing  noise,  pollution,  construction  impacts,  and  generally  threatening  the 
strong  equestrian  lifestyle  we  hold  dear  to  our  community  here  in  Shadow 
hills. 


That  the  HSR  would  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows 
nearly  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  without  first  consulting 
with  the  public  or  City  leaders  is  incomprehensibly  irresponsible.  To  put  that 
many  people  under  this  cloud  of  uncertainty--  not  knowing  whether  or  not 
they  will  get  to  keep  their  homes  or  have  them  taken  by  the  government  —is 
very  simply  wrong. 


All  of  these  issues,  along  with  a  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  presented 
in  this  proposal,  raise  insurmountable  costs  that  make  this  project  infeasible. 
It  seems  as  though  Governor  Brown,  Supervisor  Antonovich,  and  the  High 
Speed  Rail  have  taken  none  of  these  matters  into  account  before  making  the 
rash  and  inconsiderate  choice  to  publically  release  this  alternative  plan. 


These  lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  like  those 
that  were  originally  proposed  along  Routes  14  and  5-  not  through  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains,  not  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  and  not  through 
Shadow  Hills.  I,  along  with  my  community,  am  relentlessly  opposed  to  any 
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High  Speed  Rail  lines  going  through  these  areas. 

Please,  stop  this  plan  from  reaching  fruition.  Find  a  less  destructive  path 
through  existing  transportation  corridors  and  save  Shadow  Hills! 


Alisa  Cunningham  |  Teles  Properties  |  818.472.2801  | 
www.alisacunningham.com  |  BRE  01719178 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 
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Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Yes 

DO  NOT  BRING  THE  BULLET  TRAIN  THROUGH  SUNLAND/TUJUNGA!  As 
it  is  we  have  excessive  noise  from  the  airplanes  because  of  our  proximity  to 
the  Burbank  airport  plus  the  police  choppers  that  are  trying  to  combat 
criminals  on  the  Foothill  Blvd.  due  to  increased  criminal  activity.  The  last  thing 
we  need  is  the  noise  of  a  bullet  train  and  possible  added  criminals  in  our 
beautiful  community. 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Dear  Mr  McLoughlin, 


I  am  writing  to  regarding  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  from  Burbank  to 
Palmdale.  I  am  OPPOSED  to  the  above  ground  alignment  as  it  will  be  too 
close  to  two  schools,  putting  over  1000  students  in  danger  as  well  as  making 
teaching  in  the  classrooms  difficult  due  to  the  loud  noise  of  the  train. 


In  addition,  this  train  would  eliminate  houses  and  a  community  church  as  well 
as  have  negative  impacts  on  the  local  homes.  The  sound  of  the  train  would 
carry  down  the  entire  three  miles  of  the  canyon,  as  does  the  commuter  train 
that  now  passes  through  the  canyon. 


We  now  have  a  beautiful  quiet  canyon  and  have  no  desire  to  have  a  high 
speed  train  passing  above  ground  disturbing  the  quiet  life  we  have  sought  to 
obtain. 


Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 
Eileen  Daniels 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #830  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/12/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Katherine 

Last  Name  : 

Dayen 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

9930  Shadow  Hills  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818.515.9206 

Email  : 

dayenightl  @gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

September  10,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  St.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  California  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  am  writing  this  e-mail  to  vehemently  oppose  the  alternate  route  of  the 
High  Speed  Rail  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  via  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
and  through  the  foothill  communities  of  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace, 
Sunland,  Tujunga,  and  La  Tuna  Canyon.  First  of  all,  to  propose  an 
alternate  route  via  a  500  square  mile  yellow  swath  on  a  map,  without 
delineating  a  specific  route,  is  irresponsible  and  borders  on  criminal.  The 
thousands  of  lives,  as  well  as  existing  natural  habitats  including 
the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  our  scenic  corridor,  obviously  weren't 
taken  into  consideration  before  such  a  haphazard  plan  was  proposed. 

When  the  SHPOA  Board  of  Directors  met  with  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
last  year,  they  showed  us  the  proposal  for  the  HSR  to  follow  the  path  of 
the  14  and  5  freeways,  as  well  as  existing  rail  lines.  This  route  should 
absolutely  be  the  proposed  route  of  choice.  Following  existing 
transportation  corridors  and  going  through  mostly  industrial  areas  will 
have  a  lesser  negative  impact  on  the  environment  than  dissecting  an 
established  neighborhood  and  scenic  corridor.  Therefore,  this  alternate 
route  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest  should  be  removed  from 
consideration! 

Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace,  and  the  surrounding  communities  boast 
one 

of  the  last  vestiges  for  equestrians  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles.  We  have 
miles  of  established  trails  and  open  space  for  equestrian  activities.  This 
area  also  boasts  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  Mitigation  Area  which  is  habitat  to 
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fish,  fowl,  and  assorted  wildlife  including  bobcats.  This  spot  is  so 
protected,  fishing  isn't  allowed. ..yet  you  propose  to  run  a  high  speed 
train  through  this  area!  In  addition  to  harming  the  wildlife,  the  proposed 
elevated  track  through  this  scenic  corridor  would  completely  ruin  the 
topographical  view  for  all  who  live  or  travel  through  this  area. 

It  is  also  inconceivable  for  me  to  believe  that  you  would  actually  tunnel 
through  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  This  is  a  NATIONAL  forest,  which  is 
protected  land!  To  irresponsibly  say  that  tunneling  through  the  majestic 
mountains  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  would  not  have  a  negative  impact 
on  the  environment  is  laughable.  Think  of  the  noise,  air  pollution,  dust, 
and  wear  on  the  roadways  that  thousands  of  truck  trips  hauling  thousands  of 
cubic  feet  of  dirt  out  of  the  forest  would  have  on  our  environment.  The 
impact  would  be  devastating  and  destructive  to  native  wildlife,  water 
tables,  and  possibly  the  stability  of  the  mountains.  This  fact  alone  should 
remove  this  proposed  route  from  consideration.  California  is  hurting  in 
this  economy.  People  and  businesses  are  moving  out  of  this  state  to  live 
in  areas  with  less  tax  burden.  Why  would  you  waste  millions  of  dollars  to 
conduct  an  EIR  on  a  proposal  that  is  obviously  harmful  to  the  environment 
and  will  permanently  scar  natural  habitats? 

I  purchased  my  first  home  in  Shadow  Hills  thirteen  years  ago,  and  I  feel 
blessed  to  be  able  to  live  in  such  a  unique  area.  Like  most  residents  here, 

I  work  very  hard  to  maintain  my  property.  The  residents  of  this  area 
embrace  the  nature  that  surrounds  us.  Several  residents  own  working 
ranches,  and  this  is  their  livelihood.  There  aren't  many  places  that  can 
afford  the  charm  of  country  living  with  the  benefit  of  being  so  close  to 
the  city.  And  I  can  guarantee  you,  that  after  working  so  hard  during 
re-districting  last  year  to  maintain  the  congruency  of  our 
equestrian/agricultural  area,  we  are  not  about  to  let  a  high  speed  train 
dissect  all  that  we  have  fought  for. 

I  implore  you  to  stop  this  insanity!  Please  don't  waste  any  more  time  and 
money  on  a  proposal  that  is  doomed  from  the  start.  The  original  proposal 
utilizing  the  14  and  5  freeways  and  the  existing  transportation  corridor 
should  be  the  route  of  choice. 


Respectfully, 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Katherine  Dayen,  Pharm.D. 

9930  Shadow  Hills  Drive 
Shadow  Hills,  California  91040 
818-515-9206 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Address  : 

9930  Shadow  Hills  Drive 
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State  : 

CA 
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Email  : 

Idayen2010@hotmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 
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Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

September  12,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlinDirector  of  Environmental  Services 

California  High  Speed  Rail  AuthoritySouthern  California  Reginal  Office700  N. 

Alameda  Room  3-532Los  Angeles,  Ca.  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

This  letter  is  in  opposition 

for  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  (HSR)  from  Burbank  Airport  to  Palmdale, 
which 

would  pass  through  Shadow  Hills.  The 

primary  proposition  for  this  HSR  was  to  reduce  commute  by  14  minutes; 
however, 

this  motion  for  the  second  route  is  economically  not  feasible  and  illegal. 


Shadow  Hills  is  a  quiet  and  well-established  rural 

community  with  many  small  businesses,  recognizable  equestrian  estates,  and 
borders 

the  Los  Angeles  National  Forest.  Such  proposal, 

if  passed,  would  cause  disruption  to  our  quaint  community,  which  has  partially 
protected  land  owned  by  the  FOND  Family  Foundation,  uproots  the 
preservation  of 

the  existing  wildlife,  and  interferes  with  the  sanctity  of  the  Los  Angeles 
National  Forest. 


Instead  of  the  second  proposal  (e.g.,  a  line  through 

Shadow  Hills),  and  spending  money  on  an  Environmental  Impact  Report, 

why  not  use 

the  existing  utility  and  transport  corridor, 

which  has  the  least  impact  on  the  environment  and  surrounding  community. 
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Tunneling  through  the  national  forest  would  also  be  going 
through  many  earthquake  faults.  Do  we 
really  want  to  do  something  like  that? 

We  need  to  think  of  the  safety  issues  involved  with  that. 

The  Rail  Authority  has  to  choose  the  most  economic  rout.  That 
would  be  the  original  planned  route!! 


Sincerely, 


Lois  M.  Dayen 

9930  Shadow  Hills  Drive 

Shadow  Hills,  Ca. 

91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues 
Non-Environmental  Issues  : 


Ldayen201 0@hotmail.com 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Mr. Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Directorof  Environmental  Services 

Attention  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  level  EIR/EIS 
CaliforniaHigh-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
LosAngeles,  CA  90012 

Re:Objection  to  the  Continued  Exploration  of  the  “Alternative  Corridor” 

DearMr  McLoughlin: 

lam  writing  today  to  implore  you  to  abandon  efforts  to  determine  an 
alignmentfor  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  bullet  train  project 
through  thearea  known  as  the  “Alternative  Corridor”. 

Asa  resident  of  Kagel  Canyon,  an  unincorporated  community  of  300  homes 
locatedwithin  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  I  have  watched  with  concern  as 
plans  forthe  Alternative  Corridor  have  been  developed.  I  have  attended  two  of 
the  local  scoping  meetings  and  have  been  dismayedto  learn  of  the 
misunderstanding  and  lack  of  knowledge  that  employees  of  theCalifornia 
High  Speed  Rail  Authority  have  displayed  regarding  basic  facts  aboutthe 
Alternative  Corridor. 

Theprevailing  mindset  seems  to  be  that  “Since  no  one  lives  in  the 
AlternativeCorridor,  no  one  will  care  if  the  Bullet  Train  is  routed  through  there; 
it’sjust  forest.”  This  assumption  is  simply  incorrecton  a  multitude  of  levels. 

First,  I  wish  to  address  the  ignorant  notion  that  no  one  lives  within  the 
AlternativeCorridor.  Plenty  of  folks  live  withinthe  Alternative  Corridor.  Kagel 
Canyonis  just  one  of  a  number  of  residential  enclaves,  and  one  of  several 
withhistoric  significance  to  Los  Angeles  County.  For  the  most  part,  our 
residents  choose  to  live  here  because  werepresent  one  of  the  last  remaining 
vestiges  of  rural  life  within  metropolitanLos  Angeles. 

Second,  I  wish  to  correct  the  notion  that  because  mostof  the  area  within  the 
Alternative  Corridor  is  unoccupied  forest  land,  it’s  acceptablefor  the  HSRA  to 
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tear  it  up.  If  anything, quite  the  opposite  is  true.  The  San  Gabriels  are  a 
national  treasure  that  deserveprotection  by  our  representatives,  not 
destruction.  This  incredible  mountain  range  is  home  to  many  rare  and 
endangered  species,  includingCalifornia’s  precious  mountain  lions,  Nelson's 
bighorn  sheep,  mountain  yellow-leggedfrogs,  Santa  Ana  suckers  and  Pacific 
pond  turtles.  The  unique  topography  of  the  mountains  offersspectacular 
vistas,  ranging  from  rugged  desert  peaks  to  lush  valleys  with 
beautifulstreams,  and  attracts  millions  of  visitors  each  year.  The  mountains 
are  sotreasured  that  President  Obama  is  currently  considering  a  bill  to 
declare  theSan  Gabriels  a  national  monument. 

Despite  this,  California’s  HSRA  proposes  to  bore  25miles  of  tunnels 
thousands  of  feet  below  and  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains.  The 
processof  creating  the  tunnels  and  the  corresponding  years  of  construction 
within  theforest  boundaries  -  not  to  mention  the  actual  operation  of  the  train 
system  oncecompleted  --  would  be  detrimental  to  the  wildlife  that  call  this 
area  home  andto  the  visitors  who  travel  from  near  and  far  to  enjoy  its  natural 
wonders. 

Additionally,  most  residents  of  the  area  rely  on  wells  whichdraw  their  drinking 
water  from  an  aquifer  located  underneath  these  mountains.  If  the  health  and 
well  being  of  our  littleenclave  of  forest-dwellers  is  not  concern  enough  for  the 
HSRA,  please  considerthat  theTujunga  and  Pacoima  Washes  are  significant 
natural  water  ways  that  feed  captured  water  to  the  underground  aquifers 
onwhich  the  greater  Los  Angeles  Area  depends  forits  water.  These  two 
areas  are  justa  part  of  a  greater  water  system  located  within  the  San  Gabriels 
which  is  comprisedof  alluvial  washes,  underground  caves,  artesian  springs, 
and  stream  beds,  all  ofwhich  work  together  to  naturally  filter  the  rain  and 
melting  snow  from  the  mountainswhich  supply  LA’s  primary  aquifer.  Ifany 
one  part  of  this  complex  water  system  is  damaged  by  the  boring  and 
otherdestructive  methods  used  to  construct  the  train  tunnels,  the  effects  on 
thewater  supply  for  greater  Los  Angeles  cannot  be  understated. 

Wehave  also  been  informed  that  any  tunnels  through  the  San  Gabriels  would 
emergefrom  underground  through  a  portal  that  would  be  located  somewhere 
along  thefoothills,  roughly  between  Van  Nuys  Boulevard  and  Big  Tujunga 
Wash.  Per  the  San  Gabriel/Verdugo  Mountains  ScenicPreservation  Specific 
Plan  adopted  by  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  in  2004,  thisarea  has  been 
designated  a  scenic  byway  and  as  such,  should  not  be  destroyed 
toaccommodate  three  tunnels  carrying  an  unknown  number  of  northbound 
andsouthbound  trains  every  day. 

Theoriginal  route  that  was  proposed  to  connect  the  Palmdale  and  Burbank 
stationsgenerally  followed  the  5  and  14  freeways,  where  the  transit  authority 
alreadyhas  an  easement  to  operate.  Even  in  theareas  where  the  train  route 
would  have  to  diverge  from  the  existing  freeways, those  areas  have  already 
been  developed.  The  residents  of  Santa  Clarita  who  complain  about  the 
possibility  of  atrain  coming  through  their  area  already  have  two  major  freeway 
systems,  not  tomention  countless  strip  malls  and  development  after 
development  of  tracthousing  units.  If  one  of  the  9  McDonald’sin  Santa  Clarita 
has  to  be  razed  to  accommodate  the  train  tracks,  what,  really, is  the  loss? 

Weare  all  aware  that  the  only  reason  that  the  Alternative  Corridor  is  even 
beingconsidered  is  because  of  the  political  pressure  exerted  by  County 
SupervisorMike  Antonovich’s  powerful  constituents  in  Santa  Clarita,  who 
don’t  wish  forthe  Bullet  Train  to  pass  by  their  properties.  There  is  no  reason 
why  a  national  forest  of  virgin  beauty  should  be  sacrificedto  placate  the 
desires  of  residents  of  a  region  that  has  already  beenurbanized.  Politics 
should  not  bepermitted  to  outweigh  all  other  considerations  when  determining 
the  best  andultimate  course  for  the  Bullet  Train. 

Furthermore, because  a  specific  alignment  has  not  yet  been  determined  within 
the  AlternativeCorridor,  it  is  impossible  for  residents  of  the  surrounding 
communities  to  evenfully  assess  the  situation,  let  alone  relay  their  specific 
concerns.  Should  it  come  to  the  point  where  a  specificalignment  is  identified 
within  the  Alternative  Corridor,  I  would  ask  that  theHSRA  hold  additional 
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scoping  meetings  to  afford  such  residents  the  sameopportunity  as  has  been 
afforded  those  residents  surrounding  the  originally  proposedroute  through 
Santa  Clarita. 

Ithank  you  in  advance  for  your  thoughtful  consideration, 

KellyDecker 
1 1440Moonhill  Road 
KagelCanyon,  CA  91342 


cc:  Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes,  Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich,  Supervisor  Zev 
Yaroslavsky,  Mayor  Garcetti,  Assemblyman  Bocanegra 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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September  12,  2014 

To:  M  r.  Horace  Greczmiel 
Environmental  Services 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  Board 
Federal  Railroad  Administration 
Surface  Transportation  Board 

C/0 

M  ark  A.  M  cLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section 

I  am  writing  to  protest  a  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  involving  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Verdugo 
M  ountains,  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  and  the  surrounding  communities  of  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace, 
and  La  Tuna  Canyon.  I  implore  you  not  to  waste  tax  dollars  by  including  this  vague,  implausible  route  in 
any  Environmental  Impact  Report. 

This  alternate  route  seems  a  last  minute,  poorly  thought  out  solution  that  is  not  in  concert  with  the 
stipulations  approved  by  the  voters  in  Proposition  1A.  The  law  clearly  states  that  the  route  must  follow 
existing  transportation  and  utility  corridors  where  feasible  to  avoid  impacting  communities  and  the 
natural  environment. 

If  you  are  not  familiar  with  the  areas  cited  above,  you  must  understand  that  High-Speed  Rail  in  these 
areas  would  negatively  impact  these  neighborhoods,  adjacent  riparian  woodlands  which  contain  areas 
of  designated  mitigation  banks  and  populations  of  endangered  species,  as  well  as  aquifers  that  store  up 
to  10%  of  the  drinking  water  provided  to  Los  Angeles.  Infringing  on  these  areas  not  only  would  impact 
some  of  the  rich  diversity  of  Los  Angeles  as  these  neighborhoods  comprise  some  of  the  last  remaining 
equestrian  areas,  but  would  also  contribute  to  an  increased  species  extinction  rate  by  destroying  native 
plant  habitat.  If  you  don't  believe  the  latter,  try  reading  "Has  the  Earth's  Sixth  M  ass  Extinction  Already 
Arrived?"  by  Prof.  Anthony  Barnosky  et  al,  published  in  the  M  arch  3,  2011  edition  of  Afetue 

The  impact  of  High-Speed  Rail  through  these  areas  would  endanger  the  following: 

1.  Wildlife  corridors 

2.  Flood  protection  provided  by  Hansen  Dam 

3.  Ground  water  (by  de-watering  of  the  sub-surface  area  in  the  Big  Tujunga  wash) 

4.  Damage  to  flora  and  fauna  habitat 

5.  LADWP  strategic  (secret)  power  facilities 

6.  Designated  scenic  corridors 

7.  Angeles  Forest  National  Monument 

8.  Preserve  areas  such  as  the  Fond  Land  Preservation  Foundation  acreage 

9.  Undisclosed  sites  of  Native  American  burial  grounds 

10.  Recreational  areas 

11.  Designated  mitigation  banks 
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In  turn,  the  High-Speed  Rail  is  itself  negatively  impacted  by: 

1.  Inability  to  comply  with  the  specific  requirements  of  Proposition  1A,  such  as  not  interfering 
with  wildlife  corridors,  minimizing  impact  on  the  natural  environment,  using  existing 
transportation  and  utility  rights  of  way  so  as  to  reduce  impact  on  communities  and  therefore 
expend  the  least  amount  of  bond  funds  as  a  percent  to  total  cost  of  construction 

2.  High  costs  of  an  EIR  that  will  most  likely  support  the  unsuitability  of  the  proposed  route  in 
question  because  of  the  unacceptable  impact  on  the  environment,  the  clanger  of  de-watering 
underground  water  sources,  huge  construction  costs,  and  unfeasible  tunnels  or  overhead 
construction  due  to  existing  structures  such  as  Hansen  Dam  and  the  210  and  the  5  Freeways 
and  natural  impediments  such  as  deep  bedrock  and  ground  water 

3.  High  tension  power  lines  that  cross  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash 

4.  Numerous  earthquake  fault  lines 

5.  High  cost  of  condemning  land  along  the  route  because  of  no  existing  rights  of  way 

6.  Powerful  water  flow  from  the  mountains  that  have  twice  washed  out  bridges  across  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash,  bringing  with  it  huge  rock  debris  and  mud  flows 

7.  High  costs  of  tunneling 

8.  Public  reaction  to  destruction  of  one  of  the  few  natural  open  space  recreational  areas  in  Los 
Angeles 

9.  Ire  of  environmental  groups  who  will  fight  to  protect  endangered  flora  and  fauna 

10.  M  assive  delays  resulting  from  lawsuits  filed  on  behalf  of  residents,  foundations,  home  owner 
groups,  environmental  groups,  and  other  interested  entities 

It's  time  to  take  stock  and  revisit  the  original  routes  along  the  14  Freeway  as  more  feasible,  less  costly, 
less  destructive  to  wildlife  and  to  the  environment  and  more  importantly,  more  in  line  with  the  legal 
requirements  of  Proposition  1A. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Don  Delson 
Shadow  Hills  Resident 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTTliit.ni'i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-394 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1170  (Kathy  Delson,  September  12,  2014) 


September  12,  2014 

To:  M  r.  Horace  Greczmiel 
Environmental  Services 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  Board 
Federal  Railroad  Administration 
Surface  Transportation  Board 

C/0 

M  ark  A.  M  cLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section 

I  am  writing  to  protest  a  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  involving  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Verdugo 
M  ountains,  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  and  the  surrounding  communities  of  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace, 
and  La  Tuna  Canyon.  I  implore  you  not  to  waste  tax  dollars  by  including  this  vague,  implausible  route  in 
any  Environmental  Impact  Report. 

This  alternate  route  seems  a  last  minute,  poorly  thought  out  solution  that  is  not  in  concert  with  the 
stipulations  approved  by  the  voters  in  Proposition  1A.  The  law  clearly  states  that  the  route  must  follow 
existing  transportation  and  utility  corridors  where  feasible  to  avoid  impacting  communities  and  the 
natural  environment. 

If  you  are  not  familiar  with  the  areas  cited  above,  you  must  understand  that  High-Speed  Rail  in  these 
areas  would  negatively  impact  these  neighborhoods,  adjacent  riparian  woodlands  which  contain  areas 
of  designated  mitigation  banks  and  populations  of  endangered  species,  as  well  as  aquifers  that  store  up 
to  10%  of  the  drinking  water  provided  to  Los  Angeles.  Infringing  on  these  areas  not  only  would  impact 
some  of  the  rich  diversity  of  Los  Angeles  as  these  neighborhoods  comprise  some  of  the  last  remaining 
equestrian  areas,  but  would  also  contribute  to  an  increased  species  extinction  rate  by  destroying  native 
plant  habitat.  If  you  don't  believe  the  latter,  try  reading  "Has  the  Earth's  Sixth  M  ass  Extinction  Already 
Arrived?"  by  Prof.  Anthony  Barnosky  et  al,  published  in  the  M  arch  3,  2011  edition  of  Afetue 

The  impact  of  High-Speed  Rail  through  these  areas  would  endanger  the  following: 

1.  Wildlife  corridors 

2.  Flood  protection  provided  by  Hansen  Dam 

3.  Ground  water  (by  de-watering  of  the  sub-surface  area  in  the  Big  Tujunga  wash) 

4.  Damage  to  flora  and  fauna  habitat 

5.  LADWP  strategic  (secret)  power  facilities 

6.  Designated  scenic  corridors 

7.  Angeles  Forest  National  Monument 

8.  Preserve  areas  such  as  the  Fond  Land  Preservation  Foundation  acreage 

9.  Undisclosed  sites  of  Native  American  burial  grounds 

10.  Recreational  areas 

11.  Designated  mitigation  banks 
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In  turn,  the  High-Speed  Rail  is  itself  negatively  impacted  by: 

1.  Inability  to  comply  with  the  specific  requirements  of  Proposition  1A,  such  as  not  interfering 
with  wildlife  corridors,  minimizing  impact  on  the  natural  environment,  using  existing 
transportation  and  utility  rights  of  way  so  as  to  reduce  impact  on  communities  and  therefore 
expend  the  least  amount  of  bond  funds  as  a  percent  to  total  cost  of  construction 

2.  High  costs  of  an  EIR  that  will  most  likely  support  the  unsuitability  of  the  proposed  route  in 
question  because  of  the  unacceptable  impact  on  the  environment,  the  clanger  of  de-watering 
underground  water  sources,  huge  construction  costs,  and  unfeasible  tunnels  or  overhead 
construction  due  to  existing  structures  such  as  Hansen  Dam  and  the  210  and  the  5  Freeways 
and  natural  impediments  such  as  deep  bedrock  and  ground  water 

3.  High  tension  power  lines  that  cross  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash 

4.  Numerous  earthquake  fault  lines 

5.  High  cost  of  condemning  land  along  the  route  because  of  no  existing  rights  of  way 

6.  Powerful  water  flow  from  the  mountains  that  have  twice  washed  out  bridges  across  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash,  bringing  with  it  huge  rock  debris  and  mud  flows 

7.  High  costs  of  tunneling 

8.  Public  reaction  to  destruction  of  one  of  the  few  natural  open  space  recreational  areas  in  Los 
Angeles 

9.  Ire  of  environmental  groups  who  will  fight  to  protect  endangered  flora  and  fauna 

10.  M  assive  delays  resulting  from  lawsuits  filed  on  behalf  of  residents,  foundations,  home  owner 
groups,  environmental  groups,  and  other  interested  entities 

It's  time  to  take  stock  and  revisit  the  original  routes  along  the  14  Freeway  as  more  feasible,  less  costly, 
less  destructive  to  wildlife  and  to  the  environment  and  more  importantly,  more  in  line  with  the  legal 
requirements  of  Proposition  1A. 

Our  communities  refuse  to  be  "thrown  under  the  train"  for  political  reasons. 


Kathy  Delson 
Shadow  Hills  Resident 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #280  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Judith 

Demsky 


Newhall 

CA 

00000 


JDemsky@aol.com 


No 

August  27,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

770  L  Street,  Suite  800 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole, 
this  portion  as 

planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The 
proposed  route  would 

negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal 
has  already 

triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a 

way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets 
in  those 

communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and 
promising  debate 

could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 
Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station 

and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly, 
more 

environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 


Judith  Demsky 
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Newhall,  CA  91321 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Submission  1173  (Susan  &  Derek  Dennis,  August  18,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #137  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I’m  writing  to  oppose  the  proposed  alternate  corridor  from  Palmdale  to 

Burbank.  It  will  destroy  our  beautiful  natural  area  of  Angeles  National  Forest. 
It  will  also  destroy  some  of  the  last  rural  areas  in  the  Los  angeles  area.  My 
family  lives  on  the  edge  of  this  alternate  corridor  and  we  don’t  want  our  area 
destroyed  with  this  costly  boondoggle. 

Sincerely, 

Susan  and  Derek  Dennis 

10430  Glory  Ave. 

Tujunga,  CA  91042 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  SR  14 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/18/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan  &  Derek 
Dennis 


10430  Glory  Avenue 

Tujunga 

CA 

91042 

dzdennis@ca.rr.com 
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Submission  1174  (Cynthia  Despres,  September  11,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #835  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/11/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Cynthia 

Last  Name  : 

Despres 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10340  Valley  Glow  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

cynthia.despres@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

*ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION* 


California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
LA,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

We  are  angry  and  shocked  at  the  reckless  and  irresponsible  proposal  to 
divert  the  High  Speed  Rail  route  from  previously  existing  corridors  to  the 
new  study  area  that  is  mapped  out  as  a  vague  400  square  mile,  yellow, 
banana  shaped  curse.  This  alternative  route  is  infeasible  and  would 
intrude  on  the  inhabitants  of,  not  only  the  Shadow  Hills  community,  but  the 
Angeles  Crest  natural  habitat  as  well.  This  alternate  proposal  would 
compromise  the  integrity  of  this  area  and  cause  irreparable  damage  that  is 
and  would  be  completely  avoidable  if  this  proposal  is  immediately  withdrawn 
to  prevent  further  damage  to  our  community. 

We  are  opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  Shadow  Hills  or  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash  and  the  lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial 
areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environments. 

They  are  required  to  select  the  route  that  has  the  least  impact  on  natural 
habitat.  In  no  way  does  this  new  alternative  route  through  the  Angeles 
Crest  Forest  provide  for  the  least  impact  on  natural  habitat.  In  what  way 
does  this  alternative  plan  meet  the  requirements  and  objectives  of  1A? 
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One  of  the  requirements  of  route  selection  would  be  the  one  that  is  the 
most  economic.  It  is  impossible  that  a  route  that  requires  extensive, 
difficult  tunneling  would  be  the  most  economic.  Instead,  existing 
transportation  and  utility  corridors  must  be  utilized. 

There  will  be  numerous  significant  negative  impacts  to  the  Tujunga  Wash, 
floodlines,  wildlife  corridors,  endangered  plants  and  animals,  active 
earthquake  faults,  pollution,  noise  and  scenic  highways.  All  of  this  is 
avoidable  if  this  proposal  is  immediately  withdrawn. 

Already  property  owners  in  Shadow  Hills  are  experiencing  negative  impacts 
on  property  values  because  of  the  uncertainty  of  the  imminent  large  scale 
destruction  to  our  community.  Escrows  have  already  fallen  through. 
Property  owners  are  already  experiencing  hardship  due  to  this  reckless  and 
irresponsible  route  proposal. 

Suddenly  thrusting  this  proposal  as  an  alternative  route  without  prior 
community  input  is  reckless,  unacceptable  and  completely  suspect.  This  is 
yet  another  attempt  to  shut  out  transparency  and  public  participation. 

As  a  community,  we  have  been  blind-sided  by  this  proposal.  It  is 
unconscionable  to  propose  such  a  massive,  destructive  and  irresponsible 
enterprise  in  our  midst  without  so  much  as  a  forewarning.  Shadow  Hills  is 
a  unique  community  with  its  own  unique  history  that  must  be  protected. 

This  alternative  proposal  would  irrevocably  destroy  this  community. 

I  have  joined  others  in  my  community  to  fight  this  proposal  and  to  stand  up 
to  shout  that  our  community  is  not  disposable  and  a  weak  pawn  in  a 
political  game. 


Sincerely, 


Cynthia  Despres 
10340  Valley  Glow  Drive 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
cynthia.despres@gmail.com 


Cc: 

Felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Claudia.rodriguez@lacity.org 

Wesly.hernandez@lacity.org 

Councilmember.martinez@lacity.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 


Paul.krekorian@lacity.org 

marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov 

tbell@lacbos.org 

mcano@lacbos.org 
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shpoa@shpoa.us 

raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

zev@bos.lacounty.gov 

mayor.garcetti@lacity.org 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov  jim.dantona@lacity.org 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1175  (Thom  Despres,  September  11,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #836  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/11/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

thorn 

Last  Name  : 

despres 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10340  Valley  Glow  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

thom.despres@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental 

Palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

*ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION* 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


We  are  outraged  at  the  proposal  to  divert  the  High  Speed  Rail  route  from 
previously  existing  corridors  to  the  banana  shaped  menace  that  would 
intrude  on  the  inhabitants  of,  not  only  the  Shadow  Hills  community,  but  the 
Angeles  Crest  natural  habitat  as  well.  They  are  required  to  select  the 
route  that  has  the  least  impact  on  natural  habitat.  In  no  way  does  this 
new  alternative  route  through  the  Angeles  Crest  Forest  provide  for  the 
least  impact  on  natural  habitat. 


In  addition,  this  vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor-New  Study 
Area  has  a  non-specific  map  that  makes  it  impossible  for  families  and 
residents  of  the  Shadow  Hills  community  to  make  informed  decisions  as  to 
how  to  countermand  it. 
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This  proposal  for  an  alternative  route  (New  Study  Area)  is  a  most  blatant 
example  of  poor  planning  and  reckless  disregard  for  our  community  as  well 
as  the  environment.  The  costs  and  extreme  impact  of  such  a  wild 
speculation  are  impossible  to  predict.  If  a  high-speed  rail  project  must 
be  considered,  it  should  utilize  previously  existing  corridors  such  as 
Highway  14,  to  lessen  the  further  degradation  of  the  last  natural  geography 
in  Los  Angeles. 


We  are  highly  concerned  about  the  yet  to  be  studied  impact  to  nearby 
earthquake  faults,  endangered  species,  federal  waters,  pollution,  noise  and 
scenic  highways.  In  addition,  the  negative  impact  on  property  values,  the 
impending  implementation  of  eminent  domain  and  the  destructive  effects  of 
long-term  construction  will  cause  extreme  degradation  and  hardship  to  our 
community.  This  infeasible  route  needs  to  be  immediately  reconsidered  as 
even  a  possibility. 


As  a  community,  we  have  been  blind-sided  by  this  proposal.  It  is 
unconscionable  to  propose  such  a  massive,  destructive  and  irresponsible 
enterprise  in  our  midst  without  so  much  as  a  forewarning. 

The  destruction  of  our  way  of  life  to  suit  the  political  needs  of  Michael 
Antonovich  and  his  constituency  is  an  unparalleled  mockery  of  common 
sense 

and  principle. 


Sincerely, 


Thom  Despres 
10340  Valley  Glow  Drive 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
Thom.despres@gmail.com 


Cc: 

Felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Claudia.rodriguez@lacity.org 

Wesly.hernandez@lacity.org 

Councilmember.martinez@lacity.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 


Paul.krekorian@lacity.org 

marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov 

tbell@lacbos.org 

mcano@lacbos.org 
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shpoa@shpoa.us 

raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

zev@bos.lacounty.gov 

mayor.garcetti@lacity.org 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov  jim.dantona@lacity.org 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1176  (Caryn  and  John  Devine,  August  10,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #146  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/10/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Caryn/John 

Devine 


00000 

devine845@roadrunner.com 


COMMENTS  IN  OPPOSITION  TO  THE  BULLET  TRAIN 


What  this  State  needs  is  WATER,  not  a  Bullet  Train.  But,  if  you 

insist  on  continuing  with  this  debacle,  please  tunnel  Jerry’s 

ChooChoo  train  though  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  and  not  through  Acton. 


If  you  really  care  about  the  future  of  California,  start  building 
desalinization  plants  or  a  pipeline  from  the  Colombia  River.  The 
People  of  California  need  and  want  WATER.  Without  water,  there  will 
be  nobody  left  in  California  by  the  time  you  finish  your 
Browndoggle.  Everybody  will  have  left  for  states  with  WATER. 

Providing  water  for  the  farmers  and  residents  of  this  wonderful  state 
will  provide  all  the  jobs  that  you  say  the  HSR  will  provide. 


John  and  Caryn  Devine 
Acton,  CA 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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M  Eirk  A.  Me  Lough  I  in 

Director  of  EuviraiimeviUti  Services 
ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 

Cali  tom  iu  ITsjzh- Speed  Ruil  Authority  Suulhcm  California  Regional  Office 
700  Nurih  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Loa  Angcks>  CA  00012 


COMMEN  TS  IN  OPPOSI  TION  T  O  THE  Bl  LLET  TRAIN 


Whal  ihiti  nerds  is  WATRR.  n m  n  Rollt-i  Tmin  Bui.  ifymi  insisi  on  continuing  wiUl 

this  debacle,  pleas#  tUmel  Jerry's  ChooCfeo  though  the  Sran  Gabriel  Mountains  and  nui 
Through  A  cion. 

If  you  t*ally  cato  ftbotif  ilte  ftitutto  of  Californio.  £iari  build  Eng  dew]  in  [nation  plants  uu  a 
pipeline  from  Elie  CoLortibin  REvcr,  The  People  of  California  need  and  wan!  WATER*  We 
do  itf>E  need  or  ^wutt  ft  Build  Train. 

Providing  water  for  the  fanners  and  reskkote  of  this  wonderful  state  will  pro  vide  all  the 
jobs  thiii  yon  say  ihe  HSR  will  provide 

John  and  Caryn  Devine 
Acton,  CA 
w  w  i4 
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Submission  1178  (Abby  Diamond,  August  15,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #129  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  What  are  you  thinking????? 

These  mountains  are  terribly  unstable.  It  would  be  a  terrible  mistake  to 
chop  into  this  land  to  create  infrastructure.  Can  you  say  FIRE,  LANDSLIDE, 
LOSS  OF  HABITAT,  BOONDOGGLE? 

People  will  lose  their  homes  and  land.  I  don't  need  to  get  to  northern 
California  that  fast.  There's  no  good  reason  to  build  this  thing  in  the 
first  place,  let  alone  thru  a  rural  neighborhood  on  the  edge  of  the 
wilderness. 

Why  not  consider  building  this  atrocity  along  Interstate  5  where 
infrastructure  already  exists???? 

Please  do  not  let  this  happen! 

Abby  Diamond 
Tujunga,  CA 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/15/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Abby 

Diamond 


Tujunga 

CA 

00000 

a.gemofagirl@gmail.com 
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Submission  1179  (Margie  Diaz,  August  25,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #659  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

8/25/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Margie 

Diaz 


10836  Foothill  Blvd 

Lake  View  Terrace 

CA 

91342 

818.359.3773 

margarita.lapatrona@yahoo.com 


I  am  devastated  to  hear  that  there  is  a  proposed  route  for  the  bullet  train 
through  Lake  View  Terrace.  I  have  lived  in  the  community  for  over  20  years 
and  have  enjoyed  every  minute  of  it.  The  diversity  of  the  area  makes  it  a 
wonderful  place  to  be.  The  number  of  parks  and  nearby  churches  and 
Hanson  Dam  and  the  Tujunga  wash  makes  it  unique.  It  would  be  a  shame  to 
disrupt  the  existing  area  where  nature  and  lifestyles  are  so  different  from  the 
rest  of  Los  Angeles. 


I  saved  for  years  to  be  able  to  afford  my  home  and  having  someone  come  in 
and  take  it  would  crush  me.  I  could  never  afford  to  move  to  another  area  in 
Los  Angeles  and  I  would  not  know  what  to  do  being  a  single,  older  woman. 


Be  aware  that  a) 

the  route  would  disrupt  significant  water  resources  and  natural  springs,  b) 
project 

would  severely  disrupt  one  of  few  remaining  travel  corridors  and  habitats  for 
wildlife,  c)  route  would  cross  several  active  earthquake  fault  systems,  d) 
route  would  pass  through  several  residential  communities  requiring  plan 
amendments  to  Land  Use,  e)  the  area  is  a  resource  to  tens  of  thousands  of 
Los  Angeles  residents 

who  come  to  enjoy  healthy  recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  biking,  and 
horseback  riding,  f)  area  is  a  flood  plane  with  history  of  severe  flooding,  g) 
the  area  has  many  endangered  species  of  fauna  and  flora,  including 
Slenderhorned 

Spine  Flower,  Bell's  Vireo  bird  and  the  Santa  Ana  Sucker,  h)  the  area  has  an 
unstable 

geology  with  known  areas  subject  to  liquification,  i)  it  is  inequitable  to 
route  a  project  through  a  less  economically  affluent  area  to  the  sole  benefit 
of  more  affluent  communities  and  j)  a  prior  Metrolink  study  found  a  route 
through 

the  mountains  to  be  10  times  more  costly. 

It  is  a  shame  that  because  Lake  View  Terrace  is  a  financially  depressed  area, 
it  is  being  selected  and  more  affluent  communities  have  better  access  to 
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powerful  advocates. 
Thank  you  for  your  time. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Margarita  Diaz,  proud  owner  of 

10836  Foothill  Blvd. 

Lake  View  Terrace,  California  91342 
818.359.3773 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #573  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Pat 

DiPuccio 


Kagel  Canyon 

CA 

NA 

flipooch@aol.com 


No 

Hello, 


As  a  homeowner  in  Kagel  Canyon,  I'm  showing  concern  for  a  possible 
alternative  route  for  the  bullet  train  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale.  A  project  of 
this  magnitude  is  due  to  impact  a  great  many  people,  and,  in  this  case,  the 
natural  habitat  of  the  animals  of  the  forest.  I  ask  you  to  carefully  assess  the 
corridor  in  question  and  to  certainly  not  displace  any  of  the  residents  of,  or 
destroy  properties  in,  and  around,  Kagel  Canyon  and  Lakeview  Terrace. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick  DiPuccio 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #438  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Carolee 

Doing 


00000 

cdoing@earthlink.net 

:  Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 


I  am  a  resident  in  the  Acton  area  that  will  be  effected  by  the  planned  High- 
Speed  Rail  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank.  I  am  against  this  rail  project  for  many 
reasons.  I  feel  it  will  contribute  to  noise  and  light  pollution,  threaten  habitat  of 
animals  and  plants,  endanger  water  sources  that  supply  my  well,  encourage 
disturbance  to  the  fragile  geology  of  the  area,  heighten  the  already  severe 
risk  of  wildfire,  contribute  dust  and  other  particulate  matter  to  the  air,  and 
menace  historical  and  cultural  sites  in  the  area. 


I  moved  to  the  Acton  area  to  enjoy  the  quiet  environment,  the  joy  of  studying 
the  natural  animal  life,  the  wonder  of  viewing  the  Milky  Way  most  nights,  and 
smelling  the  fresh  air  perfumed  with  sage  and  artemisia.  From  what  I  have 
read,  I  greatly  fear  the  things  I  treasure  about  my  home  will  be  obliterated.  I 
understand  that  the  noise  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  as  it  passes  through  Acton 
area  may  exceed  100  decibels.  This  could  increase  in  the  canyon  areas  near 
my  home  because  of  echo  effects.  With  the  train  scheduled  to  pass  five  to  six 
times  an  hour  during  peak  hours,  I  know  it  will  greatly  interfere  with  academic 
reading  and  writing  I  must  do  for  my  job  and  pleasure.  Noise  will  disturb  my 
ability  to  practice  my  acoustic  musical  instruments  which  I  play  for  additional 
income  as  well  as  pleasure. 

The  High-Speed  Rail  will  pollute  the  night  sky  I  love.  Tracks  will  introduce 
more  lights  as  will  signals  and  the  trains  themselves.  People  travel  miles  to 
come  to  my  area  to  escape  the  pollution  of  light  in  their  cities  and  view  the 
stars  here.  We  can't  let  this  natural  gift  of  a  black  sky  vanish  because  of  lights 
from  the  train  project. 

The  Acton  area  is  a  refuge  to  wildlife  populations  still  recovering  from  the 
stress  of  fires  such  as  the  Station  Fire.  The  plant  life  is  finally  beginning  to 
return  to  the  mountains.  The  construction  and  usage  of  a  High-Speed  Rail 
would  stress  these  recovering  populations  with  vibrations,  noise,  lights,  and 
loss  of  natural  habitat.  The  Acton  area  is  home  to  identified  wilderness 
sanctuaries  for  wildlife  and  bird  viewing  that  would  be  greatly  damaged  by  the 
train.  Humans  and  animals  react  to  vibrations  created  by  trains  with  fear 
reflexes  which  upon  repeated  exposure  would  negatively  effect  the  health  of 
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all. 

Most  of  the  Angeles  Forest  area  relies,  like  me,  on  a  well  for  its  water.  The 
rail  project  will  likely  endanger  the  water  supply,  already  a  tentative 
commodity  due  to  California's  lasting  drought.  With  the  rail  there  is  the 
potential  for  release  of  hazardous  material  or  waste  during  construction  that 
would  contaminate  my  ground  water.  Digging  underground  could  easily 
reroute  my  water  sources  and  leave  me  dry.  Just  the  amount  of  water 
required  during  construction  to  make  cement,  minimally  control  dust,  etc.,  will 
put  a  great  strain  upon  our  drought-stricken  resources.  I  cannot  afford  to  buy 
my  water  nor  drill  a  new  well,  nor  should  I  have  to. 

I  had  a  hard  time  getting  appropriate  home  insurance  because  of  the  fire 
danger  in  the  Angeles  Forest  area  and  because  of  the  possibility  of 
liquefaction.  Construction  of  the  rail  will  raise  the  probability  of  geologic 
disturbance  to  my  property.  There  are  several  active  earthquake  faults  within 
5  miles  of  my  home.  I  can  see  the  folding  of  the  rocks  in  the  SRI  4  cut  in  the 
mountain  above  Palmdale,  visual  evidence  of  the  destruction  possible  by 
earthquakes  here.  Explosions  used  for  the  rail  can  easily  disturb  the  faults 
and  set  off  devastating  landslides  on  my  property.  A  single  spark  from 
construction  equipment  can  set  off  a  fire  in  my  area  whose  deadly  results  we 
have  already  experienced. 

My  husband  suffers  from  allergies  and  is  sensitive  to  dust  inhalation.  I  fear 
the  construction  and  operation  of  the  rail  would  greatly  increase  the  dust  in 
our  air,  and  further  tax  his  health.  Dust  gets  into  our  house  and  effects  the 
operation  of  our  vehicles.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  Serpentine,  the  California 
state  rock,  in  the  Acton  area.  This  is  a  source  of  pride,  but  when  it  is  broken 
up,  Serpentine  can  release  asbestiform  particles  that  can  encourage  lung 
cancer. 

The  High  Speed  Rail  would  destroy  historical  and  cultural  sites.  Archaeology 
needs  to  continue  to  unearth  Native  American  artifacts  in  the  Soledad 
Canyon  Corridor.  Acton  is  a  site  of  paleontological  relics  such  as  fossils  of 
prehistoric  sea  turtles,  tapirs,  peccaries,  and  vultures.  My  area  is  rich  in 
California  mining  history.  Red  Rover  and  Governor  Mines  are  sites  that 
should  not  be  disturbed  by  train  vibrations.  The  Pacific  Crest  Trail  dominates 
Angeles  Forest  and  Agua  Dulce.  These  cultural  treasures  must  not  be 
disturbed  because  of  High-Speed  Rail. 

These  are  my  initial  objections  to  the  construction  of  a  High-Speed  Rail 
between  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  I  could  include  how  the  value  of  my  property 
will  plummet  if  I  am  not  forced  to  leave  my  home.  I  could  write  about  my  fears 
of  electromagnetic  interference  from  the  train,  damage  to  my  neighbors' 
farms,  orchards  and  ranches,  the  negative  visual  impact  of  elevated 
structures,  fencing,  and  tunnel  entrances  caused  by  the  train.  I  moved  to  the 
Acton  area  nearly  ten  years  ago,  and  planned  to  live  here  through  my 
retirement.  I  love  watching  the  quail  pour  down  the  hillside,  hearing  the 
coyotes  making  snide  remarks  to  the  frustrated  fenced  dogs,  and  feeling  the 
clean  wind  blow  peace  and  quiet  from  the  mountains  in  my  backyard.  Please 
do  not  build  a  train  that  will  take  that  away  from  me  and  from  everyone  who 
loves  the  rural  life  here  in  Acton. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Sincerely, 

Carolee  Doing 

California  Resident  and  Voter 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Scoping  Comment:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Name  -  Harold  and  Kay  Donnelly 
Date -  8/28/2014 

M  eeting  Location  -  Acton-Agua  Dulce  Library,  August  11,  2014 

Affiliation  -  Acton  Property  Owner,  possible  stakeholder  depending  on  final  alignment  chosen 
Address  -  3049  Westcoatt  St.,  Acton,  CA  93510-1353 
Email  -  Ropinthewind®  prodiqy.net 
Phone  -  661-269-2056 

Please  add  to  mailing  list  for  Palmdale  to  Burbank 

Environmental  issues  that  we  are  concerned  with  and  would  like  to  see  addressed  in  the  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  project  level  Environment 

Note-  We  couldn't  spell  it  out  better  -  Taken  from  the  Acton-Agua  Dulce  Countryjournal  8/23/14. 

AESTHETICS  AND  URBAN  DESIGN 
Aesthetic  and  Visual  Quality 

Permanent  visual  changes  will  result  from  introduction  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  though  Acton  and  Agua 
Dulce.  The  landscape  is  scenic  and  rural.  In  contrast,  the  High-Speed  Rail  adds  an  urban  element  of 
overhead  viaducts  and  tunnel  entrances  and  exits  that  will  dominate  the  landscape  and  detract  from  the 
existing  open  space  and  mountain  views.  The  elevated  viaducts  and  catenary  across  scenic  Siena 
Highway,  Angeles  Forest  Highway,  Red  Rover  M  ine  Road,  Soledad  Canyon  Road  and  others  would 
detract  from  the  existing  landscape  features.  Cut/fill,  tunnel  portals,  and  elevated  structures  would  be 
visible  against  natural  open  space,  hillsides  and  ridges.  Elevated  structures  produce  shadow  effects  for 
75+feet.  Lighting  will  interfere  with  the  valued  dark  sky  enjoyed  by  residents.  The  need  to  reduce 
expected  view  blockage,  contrast  with  existing  landscape  settings,  and  light  and  shadow  effects  is 
significant. 

All  fencing  along  the  track  needs  to  be  non-reflective.  Night  lighting  should  be  hooded  and  directed  to 
the  area  where  the  lighting  is  required.  For  lighting  not  required  24  hours  per  day,  sensors  and  timers 
should  be  specified.  Potential  shadow  effects  on  adjacent  roads,  pedestrian  areas,  and  residential  areas 
should  be  taken  into  account. 

Native  vegetation  should  be  used  adjacent  to  areas  outside  of  the  operating  tracks,  staging  areas,  and 
areas  that  are  graded  or  filled. 

Review  of  local  rural  design  plans  and  policies  should  be  conducted  taking  into  account  local  design 
objectives.  Specific  design  measures  should  be  implemented  accordingly. 

AGRICU  LTU  RAL,  FARM  LAN D  AN D  FOREST  LAN D 
Agricultural  Resources 

The  majority  of  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  properties  are  zoned  agricultural.  What  is  the  potential  risk  of 
zoning  conflicts  or  a  Williamson  Act  conflict  with  the  construction  of  the  High-Speed  Rail? 
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What  is  the  risk  of  conversion  of  farmland  to  non-farm  uses?  Negative  effects  on  farms,  orchards,  and 
ranches,  including  historic  Blum  Ranch,  are  inevitable. 

M  any  properties  are  currently  used  for  boarding  and  breeding  of  horses  and  other  animals.  Large 
areas  along  the  alignment  will  be  adversely  affected  by  noise  and  other  impacts  and  will  have  a  huge 
deleterious  effect  on  livestock  and  on  residents  engaged  in  livestock  management. 


AIR  QUALITYAND  GLOBALCLIM  ATE  CHANGE 
Public  Health  and  Hazards,  Air  Quality 

Air  quality  impacts  from  construction  and  soil  movement  will  be  significant,  resulting  in  acute  and 
chronic  health  problems.  Construction  and  operation  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  will  generate  large  volumes 
of  dust. 

Very  small  particles  of  dust  can  be  drawn  deeply  into  the  lungs  and  remain  there.  Small  particle  size 
alone  is  a  major  health  risk  for  lung  disease  and  for  damage  to  the  cardiovascular  system.  Particles 
having  small  size  are  more  likely  to  be  embedded  in  the  lungs.  Airborne  transmission  of  pathogens 
(bacteria,  viruses,  fungus)  and  the  compositions  of  certain  hazardous  dust  particles  are  human  health 
hazards.  Some  minerals  in  dust  are  extremely  hazardous  such  as  asbestiform  minerals,  because  of  their 
ability  to  lodge  in  lung  tissue  and  promote  disease  such  as  mesothelioma,  a  form  of  lung  cancer.  The 
geology  of  Acton  includes  Serpentine  rock  which  potentially  can  release  asbestiform  particles  when 
disturbed.  Other  heavy  minerals  may  contain  potentially  toxic  elements,  such  as  certain  heavy  metals. 

Valley  Fever;  caused  by  a  fungus  found  in  the  soil,  can  be  contracted  by  simply  breathing  in  the  spores 
from  the  dust  disturbed  by  the  wind  or  other  ground-disturbing  activity.  Cases  of  Valley  Fever  have 
increased  in  California  by  more  than  six-fold  in  the  past  ten  years.  In  about  40%  of  the  cases,  it  causes 
mild  to  severe  flu-like  symptoms  or  more  serious  infections.  It  can  spread  to  the  brain,  bones,  and  skin, 
even  eyes,  leading  to  blindness,  skin  abscesses,  lung  failure  and  even  death.  In  California,  Valley  Fever 
cases  rose  from  about  700  in  1998  to  more  than  5,500  cases  in  2011.  There  were  316  reported  cases  in 
the  Antelope  Valley  from  2008-2011.  In  the  first  six  months  of  2012, 178  cases  were  reported  in  Los 
Angeles  County,  including  five  deaths,  one  of  a  local  teenager  in  August  2012.  The  fungal  infection  is 
prevalent  in  arid  desert  areas  like  the  Antelope  and  Santa  Clarita  Valleys. 

Other  dust  related  diseases  are  cancer,  asthma,  allergic  alveolitis,  as  well  as  non-respiratory  illnesses. 
People  susceptible  to  the  health  effects  of  fine  and  coarse  dust  particles  are: 

*  Infants  and  adolescents 

*  Elderly 

*  People  with  respiratory  conditions  such  as  asthma,  bronchitis,  and  emphysema 

*  People  with  heart  disease 

*  People  with  diabetes 

Research  also  shows  association  of  coarse  particle  pollution  with  heart  problems,  angina  and  heart 
attacks. 

BIOLOGICAL  RESOU  RCES  AN  D  W  ETLAN  DS 

Biological  Resources  (Including  Wetlands,  and  Special  Status  Species  and  Their  Habitat) 

Acton  is  a  known  migratory  route  for  birds  and  tarantulas.  It  is  a  "sensitive  habitat"  for  the  California 
quail,  horned  toad,  kangaroo  rat,  and  the  roadrunner.  It  is  a  recognized  breeding  area  for  the  red  legged 
frog  in  the  Northern  Hemisphere.  It  is  part  of  a  wildlife  corridor  for  the  beetle,  coyote,  bobcat  and  deer. 

Chaparral  covers  many  hillsides  in  steep,  vertical  walled,  narrow  canyons  with  perennial  streams. 
There  also  are  scattered  stands  of  mixed  pines  and  hardwoods  including  the  protected  M  anzanita.  The 
California  condor  inhabits  this  wilderness  as  does  the  unarmored  three  spine  stickleback,  and  the  Santa 
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Ana  sucker;  the  two  striped  garter  snake  also  inhabits  this  area.  The  endangered  horned  lizard  also 
resides  in  Acton. 

There  is  a  viewing  area  for  wild  animals  and  birds  located  at  the  Soledad  campground.  Acton  is  home 
to  the  Shambala  Preserve,  an  exotic  feline  rescue. 

The  High-Speed  Rail  poses  a  high  potential  negative  impact  on  the  continued  survival  of  sensitive 
species.  How  is  the  Authority  planning  to  work  around  the  newly  approved  Wildlife  Corridor  south  of 
Acton? 

CULTURAL  AND  HISTORIC  RESOURCES 

Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  have  a  high  potential  for  discovery  of  historic  Native  American  burial  sites  in  the 
Soledad  Canyon  Corridor.  There  are  known  Indian  artifacts  and  protected  relics  on  Acton  and  Agua 
Dulce  properties. 

In  addition,  there  is  a  potential  impact  on  paleontological  resources.  There  are  formations  with 
potential  for  containing  fossils  of  fish,  mollusks,  sea  cows,  sea  turtles,  tapirs,  horses,  camels,  peccaries, 
rodents,  birds,  deer,  lizards,  gophers  and  vultures. 

Governor  M  ine  and  Red  Rover  M  ine  are  historic  mines  in  Acton.  M  ining  operations  are  still  active  in 
these  areas. 

The  Pacific  Crest  Trail  traverses  Acton.  How  will  these  historic  and  cultural  resources  be  protected? 


CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

A  typical  High  Speed  Train,  at  grade,  would  have  a  50  to  100  foot  (15-3lm)  fenced  right-of-way,  and  an 
elevated  guide-way  would  have  a  50  foot  (15m)  right-of-way.  The  100  foot  width  would  be  compatible  to 
a  six  lane  highway.  Catenary  supports  26  feet  (8m)  in  height  would  be  located  every  30  feet  (9  m)  along 
both  sides  of  the  track  to  support  the  electric  wires  that  supply  power  to  the  trains.  The  proposed  High- 
Speed  Rail  alternative  would  include  using  existing  rail  tracks  or  parallel  tracks  to  highways  where 
feasible,  and  tunneling  through  the  scenic  mountainous  area. 

Construction  equipment,  staging  areas  with  construction  materials,  signage,  and  night  lighting  would 
be  visible  from  adjacent  properties  and  roadways  during  the  construction  period. 

There  are  plans  for  four  to  five  round-trip  trains  per  hour. 

There  would  be  extensive  significant  adverse  impacts  to  air  quality,  land  use,  aesthetics,  visual 
resources,  cultural  resources,  biological  resources,  parks  and  recreation  resources,  schools,  established 
businesses,  wildlife  habitat,  roads,  water  and  hundreds  of  homes.  Severe  noise  and  vibration  impacts  on 
residences,  schools,  churches,  and  businesses  adjacent  to  the  rail  alignment  conflict  with  local  land  use 
plans.  These  impacts  fall  disproportionately  to  Acton  residents  as  there  is  no  direct  benefit  to  the  rural 
community.  The  new  Antelope  Valley  Area  Plan  maintains  that  Acton  will  be  kept  rural.  All  impacts 
conflict  with  the  rural  nature  of  the  Acton  community.  Additionally,  the  Authority  has  not  provided 
Acton  with  a  specific  route.  It  is  difficult  to  know  ahead  of  time  all  of  the  potential  impacts  to  an 
undeclared  route.  Property  owners  do  not  know  if  and  how  their  proposed  school  or  church  might  be 
impacted  without  a  final  route  selection.  Impacts  can  only  be  anticipated.  Adequate  preparation  for  all 
possible  impacts  is  an  unreasonable  challenge. 

ELECTROM  AGNETIC  INTERFERENCE/FIELDS  (EM  l/EM  F) 

Electromagnetic  waves  generated  by  the  High-Speed  Rail  are  a  significant  concern.  Exposure  to  high 
levels  of  electromagnetic  radiation  for  short  periods  of  time  can  cause  fatigue,  headaches  and  anxiety. 
There  is  a  possible  association  with  childhood  leukemia. 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliitjfli'i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-418 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1182  (Kay  Donnelly,  August  30,  2014)  -  Continued 


What  is  the  impact  of  electromagnetic  waves  on  cardiac  demand  pacemakers?  Antennas? 
Radiotransmissions?  PoliceandFire  transmissions?  WiFi? 


ENVIRONMENTAL  JUSTICE 
Economic  and  Social  Impacts, 

Environmental  Justice  (blighting) 

The  three  identified  High-Speed  Rail  alignments  divide  the  Acton  community  and  displace  Acton 
property  owners.  Acton's  reputation  as  a  tranquil,  rural  town  will  be  forever  altered. 

The  proximity  to  schools  and  the  assault  on  open  spaces  will  significantly  impact  the  value  of  all  Acton 
properties.  Who  will  want  to  own  Acton  property  when  there  is  an  85+6s.i6.1  train  roaring  by 
frequently?  Property  values  will  drop  significantly.  A  baseline  study  of  property  values  has  not  been 
conducted  by  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  prior  to  assignment  of  a  route.  It  is  expected  that  property 
values  may  drop  by  as  much  as70%.  The  eminent  domain  and  condemnation  process  is  only  vaguely 
outlined  by  the  Authority  and  clearly  will  not  properly  compensate  those  impacted. 

A  trickle  effect  in  lost  income  to  local  Realtors,  local  businesses,  contractors  and  developers,  teachers 
(when  schools  close  due  to  a  drop  in  enrollment)  will  result.  Students  will  need  to  be  bussed  to  other 
communities.  The  movie  industry  is  active  throughout  the  year  filming  in  various  parts  of  Acton 
(including  on  locations  on  Red  Rover  M  ine  Road,  Angeles  Forrest  Highway,  Soledad  Canyon  Road,  Crown 
Valley  Road,  Sierra  Highway  and  the  Vasquez  Canyon  area.  The  High-Speed  Rail's  impact  on  noise,  dust, 
visual  blight,  access,  and  more  will  make  the  local  community  an  undesirable  filming  location. 

The  High-Speed  Rail  alignments  potentially  could  adversely  divide  parcels,  disqualifying  sections  of 
land  for  resale.  Temporary  and  permanent  road  closures  during  construction  potentially  will  increase 
driving  distances  and  gasoline  expenses  for  community  member  who  remain.  Corridor  alignments  and 
viaducts  potentially  can  become  targets  for  graffiti  artists,  creating  even  more  blight  to  the  surrounding 
areas. 

GEOLOGY,  SOILS,  SEISM  1C  AND  PALEONTOLOGY 
M  ineral  Resources 

Acton  is  known  for  its  rich  mining  history.  Currently,  there  are  active  mines  in  the  Red  Rover  M  ine 
Road  area.  There  is  a  high  risk  of  vibration  impacts  to  the  mining  operation  located  near  the  SRI4  West 
alignment. 

The  Santa  Clara  River  is  a  natural  clean  water  source  for  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce.  Train  alignment  would 
encroach  on  the  riverbed. 

Geology  and  Soils 

Acton  is  home  to  several  active  earthquake  faults.  The  San  Andreas  Fault  line  is  within  five  miles  of 
Acton.  The  State  of  California  has  identified  the  Acton  quadrangle  as  an  official  seismic  hazard,  zone. 
Acton  topography  includes  many  canyons  and  valleys. 

Liquefaction  or  landslides  are  likely  to  take  place  during  earthquakes  of  5.5  magnitude  or  greater. 
Above  grade  structures  can  collapse  in  an  earthquake.  How  will  the  Authority  ensure  public  safety  if  a 
large  earthquake  occurs? 

What  is  the  risk  to  Acton  of  an  earthen  embankment,  slope  or  viaduct  collapsing  during  a  seismic 
event?  What  measures  will  the  Authority  take  to  ensure  public  safety  in  the  event  of  a  seismic  event 
during  construction? 

Will  the  Authority  monitor  soil  contamination  from  trenching,  drilling  and  boring?  Will  the  results  of 
these  soil  samples  be  released  to  the  public  upon  request?  Serpentine  rock  is  part  of  the  geology  of 
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Acton.  Drilling/ boring  through  this  rock  has  a  high  risk  of  releasing  asbestos  particles  inherent  in  the 
rock. 

H  AZARDOU  S  M  ATE  RIALS  AN  D  WASTES 
Greenhouse  Emissions 

Diesel  fumes  and  carbon  monoxide  emissions  from  construction  equipment  have  a  significant  impact 
on  properties  adjoining  rail  lines,  staging  areas  and  access  roads.  How  does  the  authority  expect  to 
handle  potential  exposures? 

HYDROLOGY  AND  WATER  RESOURCES 
Hydrology  and  Water  Quality 

M  ost  of  Acton  depends  upon  well  water  for  residential  and  agricultural  needs.  Construction  of  the 
High-Speed  Rail  through  Acton  carries  with  it  a  high  risk  of  negative  impacts  on  Acton's  water  supply. 
There  is  the  potential  for  release  of  hazardous  material  or  waste  during  construction  operations  which 
would  contaminate  ground  water.  Trenching  or  tunneling  during  excavation  could  alter  local  subsurface 
hydraulic  gradients  and  draw  groundwater  into  excavated  areas.  In  addition,  fuel  or  chemical  vapors 
could  move  through  the  vadose  zone  to  excavated  areas  during  construction,  or  to  underground 
structures  associated  with  the  rail  line.  Tunneling  through  Acton  could  produce  high  impacts  on 
individual  wells  reducing  or  eliminating  production  and  to  the  aquifer  that  feeds  residential  wells  in  the 
community.  The  demand  for  water  during  construction  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  (cement  production,  dust 
control,  testing,  etc.)  has  a  high  potential  for  lowering  the  aquifer  that  supplies  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce. 

*  How  will  the  regulations  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  be  fulfilled? 

*  How  will  residents  be  compensated  for  damage  to  their  well,  loss  of  production,  contamination,  etc.? 

*  Will  the  Authority  perform  a  baseline  study  of  all  wells  in  the  Acton  area? 

*  How  will  the  Authority  prevent  disruption  to  the  hydrological  patterns? 

*  How  will  the  Authority  control  run-off  so  that  water  recharges  the  aquifer? 

*  How  will  the  Authority  prevent  fracturing  of  Blue  Lines? 

*  If  new  wells  must  be  drilled,  will  the  Authority  compensate  property  owners  for  wells  that  do  not  meet 
the  current  Los  Angeles  County  standards  for  well  production? 

*  In  the  event  that  a  well  becomes  permanently  dysfunctional,  will  the  Authority  compensate  the 
property  owner  for  the  full  value  of  the  property  that  can  no  longer  be  sold  or  financed? 

*  Will  the  Authority  commit  to  supplying  County  water  to  Acton  if  private  wells  and/or  the  aquifer  are 
damaged? 

LAND  USE  AND  DEVELOPM  ENT,  STATION  PLANNING 
Red  Rover  M  ine  Canyon  Safety 

In  regard  to  one  of  the  possible  alignments  that  crosses  the  entrance  to 
Red  Rover  M  ine  Road  (SR14  HYBRID),  a  significant  safety  concern  exists.  Red  Rover  M  ine  Road  winds  its 
way  through  a  canyon  that  dead-ends  two  miles  north  of  the  entrance.  There  is  no  alternative 
evacuation  route  should  a  train  derail  or  in  case  of  fire,  viaduct  collapse,  slope  failure,  or  the  like.  Traffic 
patterns  on  Red  Rover  M  ine  Road  would  be  challenged  significantly  and  for  an  extended  period  of  time 
during  the  construction  phase.  Construction  of  a  viaduct  and  boring  of  a  tunnel  in  this  area  will  impact 
the  grade  and  drainage  of  adjoining  properties.  There  are  at  least  70  homes  in  Red  Rover  Canyon. 

Impact  on  School  and  Church  Services 

Regarding  the  SR14  East  alignment  passing  close  to  the  public  M  iddle  School  and  High  School,  there 
are  concerns  about  the  traffic  patterns  and  potential  road  closures  during  construction  and/or  after 
completion  of  the  project.  A  track  failure,  viaduct  collapse  or  train  derailment  in  such  close  proximity  to 
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the  schools  would  have  devastating  consequences.  The  M  iddle  School  also  hosts  church  services.  Both 
school  and  church  activities  will  suffer  negative  adverse  impacts  from  noise,  vibration  and  degraded  air 
quality  which  cannot  help  but  adversely  affect  the  learning  and  worshiping  environment. 

Angeles  Forest  Alignment 

The  newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  alignment  affects  Angeles  Forrest  Highway,  Aliso  Canyon,  Blum 
Ranch,  Thousand  Trails,  Bootlegger  Canyon,  and  Soledad  Canyon  extending  into  Agua  Dulce.  These  areas 
host  many  large  parcels  of  open  space,  orchards,  and  trails,  the  Shambala  Wildlife  Preserve,  animal 
rescues,  designated  wilderness  sanctuaries,  wildlife  corridors  and  camping  facilities.  The  Santa  Clara 
River  runs  along  this  alignment  area  as  well.  These  areas  need  environmental  protection  in  order  to 
maintain  harmony  in  their  ecological  systems  and  to  preserve  the  natural  resources  of  the  area. 

Construction  of  a  huge  corridor  containing  the  urban  structures  of  the  magnitude  required  by  a  High- 
Speed  Train  is  in  direct  opposition  to  the  Los  Angeles  County  Area  Plan  for  the  community  that  has  been 
designated  as  a  rural  community.  The  High-Speed  Train  is  an  assault  on  the  harmonious  and  peaceful 
nature  of  Acton's  rural  lifestyle. 

NOISE  AND  VIBRATION 
Noise 

Noise  generated  by  High-Speed  Rail  creates  a  significant  negative  impact  on  humans  and  animals.  The 
Authority  averages  the  decibels  generated  by  the  High-Speed  Rail  during  an  hour-long  period  as  85 
decibels.  The  tunnel  portal  effect  creates  a  sonic  boom  impact  as  the  train  leaves  the  tunnel.  Studies 
show  that  sleepers  exposed  to  noise  levels  above  40  decibels  can  suffer  mild  health  effects  like  sleep 
disturbance  and  insomnia.  Above  55  decibels  (similar  to  the  din  of  a  normal  conversation),  long-term 
average  exposure  can  trigger  elevated  blood  pressure  and  heart  attacks. 

The  impact  of  noise  on  animals  and  wildlife  is  also  significant.  Activities  such  as  finding  a  desirable 
habitat  and  locating  a  mate,  avoiding  predators,  protecting  young  and  establishing  territories  are  all 
dependent  on  the  acoustical  environment.  A  growing  number  of  studies  indicate  that  wildlife,  like 
humans,  is  stressed  by  a  noisy  environment.  Female  frogs  exposed  to  traffic  noise  have  more  difficulty 
locating  the  male's  signal;  bats  avoid  hunting  in  areas  with  road  noise,  Sound  impacts  can  have 
important  implications  for  the  health  and  vitality  of  wildlife  populations. 

Human-induced  noise  pollution  is  one  of  the  many  factors  contributing  to  the  depletion  of  wildlife 
populations.  Noise  impacts  to  animals  include  loss  of  hearing  resulting  from  noise  levels  85  decibels  or 
greater;  increased  heart  rate  and  respiration  and  general  stress  reaction;  increased  susceptibility  to 
disease;  increased  susceptibility  to  predators;  abandonment  of  territory;  and  lost  reproduction.  The 
Authority  EIR  review  process  does  not  study  the  impact  of  noise  on  wildlife  or  animals.  Residents  need 
to  demand  that  the  Authority  include  in  the  EIR  studies,  the  impact  of  noise  exposure  on  animals.  There 
are  plenty  of  research  studies  by  outside  agencies  available  that  can  be  used  by  the  Authority  outlining 
the  negative  impact  of  noise  on  domestic  animals  and  wildlife.  In  addition,  the  noise  study  that  the 
Authority  uses  will  average  the  noise  impacts  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  over  time.  This  averaging  dilutes 
the  noise  impacts  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  because  noise  impacts  are  averaged  over  time  in  relationship 
to  the  ambient  noise  levels  when  the  train  is  not  operating  in  the  area.  The  actual  decibel  reading  of  the 
High-Speed  Rail  as  it  passes  through  Acton  may  exceed  100  decibels  but  when  averaged  with  the 
ambient  noise  levels  may  be  reported  as  an  85  decibel  impact.  Each  ten  decibel  interval  is  twice  as  loud 
as  the  previous  increment  often. 

Residents  should  demand  that  the  Authority  also  consider  noise  impacts  as  they  are  projected  through 
the  local  mountainous  terrain,  valleys  and  canyons.  The  Authority  has  studied  noise  impacts  only  on  flat 
ground  in  urban  and  open  spaces.  Noise  bounces  off  of  canyon  walls  and  is  magnified  up  a  canyon. 

Acton  residents  need  to  insist  that  the  Authority  consider  these  noise  impacts  throughout  Acton, 
impacts  that  may  be  greater  than  what  the  Authority  is  using  as  EIR  study  information. 
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Studies  show  that  noise  is  more  disturbing  if  it  is  loud  occurs  in  bursts,  is  unpredictable,  or  if  it 
interferes  with  quiet  activities.  The  noise  impact  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  is  also  contingent  upon  this  noise 
exposure. 

The  High-Speed  Rail  is  scheduled  to  operate  between  5:00  a.m.  and  midnight  with  scheduled  round 
trip  five  to  six  times  an  hour  during  peak  hours.  During  the  off  hours,  maintenance  crews  will  be 
repairing  and  servicing  the  system. 

How  will  the  HST  noise  impact  you? 

Do  you  sleep  during  the  day  due  to  you  work  schedule? 

Do  you  Home-school  your  children? 

Do  you  suffer  from  startle  reactions? 

Do  you  have  a  Home-based  business? 

Do  you  breed  animals? 

Do  your  children  nap  during  the  day? 

Do  you  suffer  from  a  post-traumatic  stress  disorder? 

Do  you  enjoy  the  peace  and  tranquility  of  sitting  on  your  porch? 

Do  you  meditate  during  the  day? 

Do  you  worship  at  a  local  church? 

Will  noise  interfere  with  your  academic  study  time? 

Are  you  concerned  about  the  health  impacts  of  noise? 

Noise  induced  hearing  loss  is  the  most  prevalent  irreversible  industrial  disease.  Noise  produces  stress 
reactions.  Noise  affects  the  cardiovascular  system  and  can  increase  blood  pressure.  There  is  an 
increased  risk  of  accidents  associated  with  noise.  There  is  a  correlation  between  low  birth  weight  babies, 
birth  defects  and  high  sound  levels  (World  Health  Organization).  Young  children  exposed  to  noise  have  a 
higher  heart  rate  than  children  in  quieter  surroundings. 

Exposure  to  noise  stress  places  people  at  increased  risk  of  depression,  psychological  disorders, 
immune  system  changes,  migraines,  and  emotional  stress.  Environmental  noise  regulations  usually 
specific  a  maximum  outdoor  noise  level  of  60  to  65  decibels! 

Vibration 

Ground  vibrations  are  an  integral  part  of  the  process  of  rock  blasting.  Even  though  it  attenuates  with 
distance,  the  motion  from  a  large  blast  can  be  perceived  from  far  away.  Humans  and  animals  react  to 
the  faint  motion  with  alert  and  fear  reflexes,  reflexes  that  have  their  origin  in  the  distant  past  when  the 
need  to  react  to  danger  by  flight  was  a  condition  of  survival.  Humans,  to  a  certain  extent,  still  interpret 
vibrations  as  a  warning  signal,  even  though  it  may  be  obvious  as  soon  as  the  source  is  identified  that  no 
danger  exists.  Vibrations  from  sources  difficult  to  identify,  such  as  those  from  distant  blasting,  are 
unconsciously  registered  by  humans  as  very  disturbing  -  especially  if  there  is  no  warning. 

In  construction  generated  by  blasting,  nearby  activities  such  as  driving,  pilings,  traveling  by  trucks  or 
trains  also  generate  ground  vibrations.  At  some  distance  from  the  source,  the  wavelength  range  of 
vibration  will  dominate  -  whether  it  is  generated  by  blasting,  other  construction  activities,  or  by  road  or 
rail  traffic.  At  very  long  distances,  the  Rayleigh  wave  length  in  rock  can  have  a  wavelength  longer  than 
100  m.  The  connection  between  vibration  and  damage  to  building  is  more  complicated.  A  most 
important  factor  is  the  static  stress  influencing  the  building  elements,  and  how  much  the  original  values 
have  been  increased  by  ground  settlement,  moisture  variations,  and  temperature  variations.  In  extreme 
cases,  very  small  vibrations  can  trigger  significant  damage,  almost  entirely  due  to  a  static  stress 
condition.  Buildings  not  founded  on  solid  rock  are  more  or  less  damaged  over  time  by  settlement  in  the 
foundations,  dynamic  stress  from  vibrations  can  accelerate  the  development  of  such  damage  -  often 
referred  to  as  accelerated  ageing. 

The  potential  for  vibration  damage  to  structures  during  construction  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  is 
significant.  Vibration  impacts  will  continue  with  operation  of  the  High-Speed  Rail. 
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What  are  the  Authority's  plans  to  certify  the  structural  integrity  of  all  impacted  areas  prior  to 
construction?  How  will  damage  to  structures  be  monitored  over  time?  How  will  owners  be 
compensated  for  damage  to  structures? 

Residents  need  to  insist  that  the  health  impacts  to  animals  and  humans  from  vibration  exposure  be 
studied  and  monitored. 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  AND  ENERGY 

Public  Services  (Water,  Energy,  Waste,  Etc.) 

How  will  disruption  water,  energy  and  waste  removal  services  be  compensated? 

In  the  event  of  an  emergency,  the  nearest  Sheriff's  station  and  hospital  are  20  miles  north  of  Acton  or 
south  of  Agua  Dulce.  Los  Angeles  County  Fire  Stations  are  located  in  both  communities,  but  emergency 
response  time  will  be  impacted  severely  by  any  proposed  road  closures.  How  does  the  Authority  plan  to 
address  this  issue? 

Will  there  be  sustainable  planning  measures?  Will  additional  emergency  resources  and  fire  protection 
services  be  added  for  a  project  of  this  magnitude?  What  protections  and  services  will  be  made  available 
in  case  of  a  derailment,  earthquake  or  other  disaster? 

REGIONALGROWTH 

Area  growth  for  the  betterment  of  the  community  would  cease. 

Population  Growth  and  Housing 

Construction  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  will  not  create  any  direct  benefit  to  Acton  or  Agua  Dulce;  the 
negative  impacts  of  the  project  are  disproportionate  to  any  benefit,  and  they  are  harmful  to  the  rural 
community.  This  urban  structure  intrudes  on  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  Commurtity  Standards  for  land 
development. 

The  High-Speed  Rail  will  have  a  significant  adverse  impact  on  private  property  rights,  public  schools 
and  established  businesses.  It  will  have  a  negative  impact  on  housing  values  and  on  Acton's  and  Agua 
Dulce's  rural  environment.  There  is  a  high  potential  for  negative  impact  on  school  enrollment.  As 
residents  flee,  and  prospective  buyers  refrain  from  relocating  to  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce,  the  area  will 
continue  to  decline  in  value  and  size.  The  schools  will  close  and  remaining  residents  will  need  to  bus  or 
transport  their  children  to  schools  in  other  locations.  Eventually,  the  town  will  die,  or  become  an 
industrial  area. 

PARKS,  RECREATION  AND  OPEN  SPACE 
Recreation 

Acton  is  an  "outdoor,1  community.  A  considerable  amount  of  recreational  time  is  spent  on  horseback, 
hiking,  playing  sports  or  working  in  gardens. 

The  Pacific  Crest  Trail,  equestrian  trails  and  other  hiking  corridors  pass  through  Acton.  There  are 
identified  wilderness  sanctuaries  for  wildlife  and  bird  viewing  in  the  Acton  community.  Noise,  dust, 
vibration  impacts,  and  tail  access  limitations  potentially  can  curtail  these  activities  and  otherwise 
interfere  with  the  pleasure  of  engaging  in  these  activities.  Spooked  horses  raise  a  significant  risk  of 
injury  to  horse  and  rider. 

The  overpowering  noise  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  may  inhibit  a  hiker's  or  a  rider's  ability  to  perceive  an 
external  threat  while  on  the  trail  (i.e.,  rattlesnakes,  mountain  lions,  etc.).  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  are 
home  to  the  Southern  Pacific  rattlesnake. 

SAFETYAND  SECURITY 
Hazardous  and  Toxic  M  aterials 
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Exposure  to  regular  pesticide  use  associated  with  maintenance  of  the  track  rights-of-way  is  a  concern. 
What  is  the  risk  of  pesticide  drift  or  restrictions  on  pesticide  use  which  would  impact  agricultural?  The 
High-Speed  Rail  Authority  should  study  this  impact. 

Will  site  contaminants  be  stored  or  disposed  of  in  Acton? 

How  will  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  ensure  that  the  Clean  Water  Act  is  implemented  and  followed? 
How  will  it  ensure  public  safety  when  drilling  or  boring  into  methane  gas  deposits? 

How  will  the  Authority  protect  or  notify  the  public  regarding  possible  exposures  through  soil,  air  or 
water  sources? 

How  will  the  Authority  protect  the  population  from  exposure  to  Valley  Fever  when  causing  major  earth 
disturbances? 

SOCIOECONOM  ICS  AND  COM  M  UNITIES 

The  High-Speed  Rail  will  have  a  significant  adverse  impact  on  private  property  rights,  public  schools 
and  established  businesses.  It  will  have  a  negative  impact  on  housing  values  and  on  the  rural 
environment.  There  is  a  high  potential  for  negative  impact  on  school  enrollment.  As  residents  leave,  and 
prospective  buyers  refrain  from  relocating  to  Acton-Agua  Dulce,  the  area  will  continue  to  decline  in 
value  and  size.  Schools  will  close  and  remaining  residents  will  need  to  bus  or  transport  their  children  to 
schools  in  other  locations.  Eventually,  the  town  will  die,  or  become  an  industrial  area.  Local  businesses 
will  have  a  declining  population  to  serve,  a  circumstance  that  will  drive  them  out  of  business. 

TRANSPORTATION  AND  TRAFFIC 

During  the  construction  phase  and  during  the  operation  of  the  High-Speed  Rail,  motorists  driving  along 
existing  streets  and  highways  are  likely  to  be  inordinately  distracted.  This  distraction  is  likely  to  increase 
the  risk  of  traffic  collisions  and/or  delays  for  emergency  vehicle  response.  Temporary  and  permanent 
road  closures  during  construction  and  operation  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  most  likely  will  cause  significant 
disruption  to  community  residents.  Access  to  school  sites  may  be  limited  for  the  SRI4  Hybrid  and  SR14 
East  alignments  during  construction  or  final  operation  of  the  High-Speed  Rail.  Increased  traffic  will  be 
caused  by  tucks,  equipment,  construction  staff  inspectors,  and  the  like  due  to  demands  of  the  project. 
Sierra  Highway,  Soledad  Canyon  Road  and  Angeles  Forest  Highway  are  commuter  roadways  to  locations 
north  and  south  of  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce.  There  is  high  potential  for  transportation  and  traffic  impacts 
along  these  roadways.  There  is  a  question  of  whether  local  roadways  will  be  able  to  handle  the 
increased  level  of  service,  load  and  capacity  during  construction.  Who  is  responsible  for  repairing  any 
damage  to  the  roadways? 

There  are  no  traffic  signals  in  Acton  or  Agua  Dulce,  save  one  at  the  Vincent  Train  Station  in  keeping 
with  community  standards  and  the  desire  to  maintain  a  rural  lifestyle.  How  will  traffic  delays  be  handled 
and  mitigated? 

OTHER  IMPACTS 

The  Authority  has  not  reached  out  to  disabled  community  members  or  shut-ins  for  their  comments 
and  concerns  regarding  this  project.  Some  disabled  Acton  residents  are  unable  to  complete  and  mail 
their  comment  card  are  unable  to  type,  and/or  do  not  have  email  access.  This  population  has  been 
under-served  by  the  Authority  even  though  they  will  be  suffering  the  negative  impacts  of  this  rail 
project. 

OTHER  CONSIDERATIONS 

The  manner  in  which  this  project  has  been  segmented  by  the  Authority  poses  a  significant 
disadvantage  to  the  Acton  community.  Acton  has  been  informed  that  the  Authority  is  not  required  to 
choose  one  of  the  alternative  alignments  (completely  underground  or  avoiding  the  entire  community  of 
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Acton)  if  the  cost  impact  of  doing  so  is  unfavorable  to  the  project  as  a  whole.  Because  the  cost  of 
avoiding  Acton  is  high,  and  the  Burbank  to  Palmdale  segment  of  the  alignment  has  been  separated  from 
the  other  alignments  of  Phase  I  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  project  the  Authority  cost  analysis  of  avoiding 
Acton  can  exclude  a  more  favorable  route  alignment.  Acton  should  object  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
High-Speed  Rail  alignments  have  been  segmented. 


Additional  comments 

Being  a  stakeholder  on  the  SR  14  Hybrid  route  Hydrology  and  Water  resources  are  our  biggest  concern. 
No  matter  which  alignment  is  chosen,  we  are  concerned  with  bored  tunneling,  and  its  effects  on  our 
precious  and  limited  water  resources.  We  chose  to  live  in  this  rural  environment  fully  aware  that  we 
would  be  dependent  for  water  from  the  existing  drilled  well  on  our  property,  which  we  have  maintained 
since  1992.  M  ost  stakeholders  on  the  possible  alignments  have  the  same  concerns.  We  are  not  experts 
but  anticipate  that  bored  tunnels  would  adversely  affect  the  aquifer  our  wells  depend  on.  If  property 
owners  wells  are  adversely  affected  what  will  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  provide  to  remedy  the  loss 
of  our  wells?  Also  when  construction  begins,  where  are  you  going  to  draw  off  the  water  needed  for  the 
project?  We  are  in  a  drought  situation  and  if  you  use  our  local  water  for  construction  you  could  also 
adversely  affect  local  aquifers,  depleting  water  for  local  Acton  residents  who  depend  on  their  individual 
wells  for  water. 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #620  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Robin 

Last  Name  : 

Dorfman 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

1 1315  Alethea  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sunland 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818.353.9839 

Email  : 

rldorfman  @ca .  rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 


Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich  has  thrown  my  hometown  "under  the  train." 
Antonovich  has  cowered  to  pressure  from  residents  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Santa  Clarita,  who  opposed  the  train  route  along  the  14  and  5  freeways,  and 
proposed  an  alternative  that  could  bring  High  Speed  Rail  straight  through 
the  mountains  from  Palmdale  -  over,  under  and  through  Lake  View 
Terrace/Shadow  Hills/Sunland-Tujunga  on  its  way  to  Burbank  Airport.  Neither 
he  nor  his  staff  had  the  courtesy  or  professionalism  to  engage  us  or  anyone 
else  in  this  area  prior  to  promoting  his  alternative  with  HSR  and  the  press. 

An  unbelievable  oversight  and  lack  of  awareness  and  sensitivity! 


Regarding  this  vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area, 
it  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map 
that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and 
putting  so  many  people  under  the  cloud  of  HSR.  Lake  View  Terrace/Shadow 
Hills/Sunland-Tujunga  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative, 
and  I  am  categorically  opposed  to  ANY  of  the  lines  coming  through  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash.  The  HSR  lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial 
areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environmental  areas  like  Big  Tujunga 
Wash.  The  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  raises  insurmountable  costs 
and 

is  infeasible.  Further  the  entire  community  of  Lake  View  Terrace/Shadow 
Hills/Sunland-Tujunga  is  at  risk.  Our  property  values  will  plummet,  there 
are  huge  risks  to  federal  waters  and  endangered  species,  let  alone  the 
pollution,  destruction  of  our  community,  destruction  of  our  environment  and 
the  impact  that  the  construction  will  have  on  our  community. 
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The  original  Route  14  and  5  alternatives  are  far  superior  and  there  should 
be  no  question  that  this  is  the  route  to  be  used  for  this  project. 

Thank  you. 

Robin  Dorfman 
1 1315  Alethea  Drive 
Sunland,  CA  91040 
818.353.9839 
rldorfman  @ca .  rr.com 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Marcia 

Last  Name  : 

Drucker 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10057  McBroom  Street 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sun  Land 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

amdruckfam@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

10057  McBroom  Street 

Sunland,CA  91040 
8/29/14 

To  I  May  Concern, 

I  am  a  40  year  resident  of  Shadow  Hills  a  taxpayer  and  a  voter. 

First,  I  object  to  the  current  vague  and  non-specific  language: 

“Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area,”  because  it  is  irresponsible  for 
the  HSR  to  put  out  such  a  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly  500  square 
miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the 
cloud  of  HSR. 

*1  am  against  tunneling  through  Little  Tujunga  or  Big  Tujunga  Canyons 
because  it  is  unwise  to  build  a  rail  system  through  a  flood  risk  management 
basin,  earthquake  prone  area,  and  an  environmentally  sensitive  region.* 

*The  original  route  proposed  in  2007  follows  the  14  Freeway  through  Agua 
Dulce  and  Santa  Clarita  makes  clear  sense.* 

The  lines  should  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not 
residential  or  sensitive  environmental  areas. 


Yours  truly, 

*Marcia  Drucker* 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Bonnie 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 

Duehring 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

903  Rome  Dr. 

City  : 

Los  Angeles 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 
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Telephone  : 

323-224-1190 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

blduehring@yahoo.com 

Dear  Mark  McLoughlin 

I  am  a  homeowner  in  the  Mt.  Washington  neighborhood  of  Los  Angeles.  I  am 
a  frequent  visitor  to  Sunland  and  Shadow  Hills  and  STRONGLY  OPPOSE  the 
high  speed  rail  coming  through,  under  of  anyway  near  Shadow  Hills,  Big 
Tununga  Canyon  and  Sunland. 

There  are  very  few  zoned  areas  left  in  So.  California  for  horses.  Please  don't 
disturb  one  of  the  few  rural  horse  areas  in  the  City. 

The  high  speed  rail  should  be  stopped  completely,  but  if  it  does  press 
forward,  commercial  and  industrial  areas  would  be  better  suited. 


Please,  DO  NOT  RUN  the  HSR  through  this  unique  community. 

Sincerely, Bonnie  Duehring 
903  Rome  Dr. 

Los  Angeles,  CA  ;90065 
323-224-1190 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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TO: 

THQM: 


y^<t  >v- 


□Alt-  August  IX,  2014 

flf  HIGH  SPECO  RUL  COMING  THROUGH  ACTON  AHCf  THROUGH  ttifc  VmCEMTQHWE 

WHERE  J  LIVE 


I  am  complexly  Atd  AUSIS f  the  NIGH  SP{  CD  R ArL  coming  t  h  rough  MY  TOWN  AN  D  MV  p  RQPEflTY.  This 
b  aboifiinablfi  Wc  live  in  tho  Kentucky  Springs  SEA  which  SHOULD  mean  something  We  jrt  uri  the 
frdjfft  of  The  Angeles  National  HoresT.  iind  wc  have  already  been  hit  by  several  forest  fines  shat 
destroyed  Our  area.,  and  Then  Southern  Gdllfafflld  Edison  who  destroyed  jnd  15  SEiil  destroying  our 
stes  permanently  -  usually  safety-wise,  and  our  property  valuta  have  lanfced  depose  of  ft ,  bui  not 
nuariy  as  much  as  they  will  It  Wt  fiddil  lonal  ly  have  a  high  Tpei^ri  rail  iL  is  an  tniull 

-irkij  ukiuus  tg  our  i,own  Actum  and  VlncDni  are  very  hiitoncat  places,  and  ftced  to  he  kept  that  way. 
hevi  fiinip  the  Ufondcrrfial  ^qoifeTs  wu  hare  underneath  our  cerrliafy  whern  iwe  get  our  well  water 
from  which  senses  our  homes  and  ranches.  Water  n  entree  and  it  Forgetting  better  It  is. 
bwemlng  A  commoriicy  and  the  MlOOghl  Ol  baking  anything  rnto  our  magnificent  aquifers  is 
horrendous.  Have  you  rend  how  had  the  water  tobies  arc  getting  to  service  ih@  western  states? 
leave  our  aqUlferi  itorw,  tool  Bur  on  Top  of  a  IF  that  Mhv  Facl  thdl  1  have  made  my  HutUhoad  here 
on  my  ra  nch  I  h  ave  been  here  iinto  J  955  and  enFoyed  pear  e  4 nr|  qu  net  I  raise  sheep  and  teach 
1  Jogs  to  herd  sHttii  and  esttte  For  ranchers  and  those  who  wish  eo  learn  how  in  train  thelt  dog*  ty 
lierrf  sheep  and  cattle  l  wiil  be  completely  and  permanently  destroyed  by  no  Lie  in  this  area  and 
activity  such  as  brin^rtg  1  r kin  ulous  tf  ain  through  here  Thi*  I  s  NOT  NEC  ElSSARY I  JT  is  frivolous. 

This  railroad  Is  ridiculous,  unnooeWiY  <md  ft  jusUFil*'  result  uf  greed.  There  arc  SO  many  ways 
Cailf ornia  pa  uid  spend  the  lr  money  ather  t  ha  n  a  r idiculnos  r  Ide  from  Bur  twni;  to  Pa  |mda  le.  ie.  ft 
prepusfcoro us  Thai  you  would  consider  such  an  Idea .  1  have  hen n  a  Cit iforma  c| been  since  1334  and 
\'vv  teen  d  U.5.  uliren  my  whole  life  - 1  fly  the  American  flag  -  and  in  the  l.-m  throe  yenra  mv  leeling 
of  patriotism  has gone  down  und  down  fmocp  my  elected  officials  a^e  fim  throwing  m a  rand  many 
otheps  around  me  under  the  bus.  This  is  my  righs  to  own  my  property  end  run  my  own  busmen,  as 
*  woman,  and  as  a  cltiren  of  thft  U.S.  inti  LO  be  Trd&CDd  without  npgjrd  or  rate  as  to  who  \  3m  and  no 
r r.'-j :. if rt  in  turij  wRjiig ever  thel  my  business  and  property  will  he  destroyed  IW  never  been 
personally  contacted  about  the  High  Speed  flail  wanting  to  coma  through  my  prnpi-Hy,  boi  Fiad  ro 
Frea  r  IE  ih  rough  other  sou  recs  who  pot  the  word  out  to  all  of  os  in  S  he  neif  hboihood .  fm  tbp  Hit  le 
guy  -  and  Frm  fnmalo  -  and  fve  wnrknd  hj:rd  lu  i*stdba*ti  myself  in  my  >ma|F  busFrwiSi,  And  it  Is  ju?t 
beFne  crushed  out  from  under  me.  I  rfon^t  have  ihe  means  to  isiuwp'  my  b-L>s-inc±!>s  clscwhorts,  and 
thernlgr u  ifc  w  11 1  just  go  under  -  yf an  of  work,  post  wnsieri  Then  whin  do  1  do>  F  don't  make 
enoogli  money  Lo  slop  working,  and  In  addlElon  tu  myself,  I  am  respond hZn  ht  ta^ng  care  qf  a  he^d 
of  sheep,  rati  he  ,snd  horsus  un  my  ranch  which  I  use  For  my  business  and  my  ranch 
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COMMENTS  IN  OPPOSITION  TO  THE  liULLt  I  J  It  AIN 

What  ihiH  Smte  tieeriu  Is  WATER,  not  a  Bu.Hct  Train.  Bui.  if  you  insist  on  ramthiiiing  with 
ihi*  floss  tunnel.  Jerry's  ChooChoc  though  the  StmUabncI  Mountains  and  nut 

through  Acton. 

Wynn  really  cant  uHmii  Hie  ftitw*  nf  CcJiAifflici,  Sturt  buiJdiiijj  Lksulirtizncion  plums  or  a 
pipeline  to  live  Colombia  River  The  SVapfc  a T CinlHbttiift  need  ,uni  wunt  WATER, 
Without  wnter,  there  will  be  nobody  left  in  California  by  [ho  time  you  finish  your 
BiDvvodoggle.  Every  body  will  have  left  for  Slates  with  WATER. 

Providing  water  far  the  farmer*  ond  resident*  of  this  wonderful  state  will  provide  all  the 
jobs  ihul  you  say  ihc  HSR  will  provide, 

John  and  Curyn  Devine 
Ac  I  on,  CA 
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DRUMMOND  RANCH,  INC. 

32230  Angeles  Forest  Highway 
Vincent  (Acton),  California  93550 

(661)  266-8418  Ranch  Line  *  (661)  361-3188  (cell  and  text)  *  (661)  266-8448  Fax 
drummondranch@rglobal.net  /  www.drummondranch.net  /  www.facebook.com/DrummondRanch 

VIA  USPS  CERTIFIED  MAIL  OR  FED-EX  GROUND 


TO:  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  North  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

CC:  Ms.  Stephanie  Perez 

FROM:  Janna  Duncan 

DATE:  August  29,  2014 

RE:  Palmdale  -  Burbank  Segment  -  California  High  Speed  Rail 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  provide  Scoping  comments  on  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  route  of  the 
California  High  Speed  Rail.  I  am  a  resident  of  the  Angeles  Forest  Highway  area  of  Acton.  I  own  a  40  acre 
piece  of  property,  (APN  3056-018-063  and  -063)  which  lies  within  the  Acton  Community  Standards  District. 
I  have  been  here  since  1999  and  I  own  sheep,  cattle  and  horses.  I  have  a  small  business  here  teaching  people 
how  to  train  their  dogs  to  herd  sheep  and  cattle  and  this  is  how  I  make  my  living  and  have  done  so  since  I 
moved  here.  In  fact,  I  moved  here  for  the  purpose  of  having  this  space  so  people  in  the  Los  Angeles  area 
can  come  to  a  quiet  place,  and  get  away  from  the  city  surroundings  to  train  their  dogs  on  a  ranch 
environment.  And  this  is  what  they  do  and  love.  In  addtion,  the  town  of  Acton  is  an  established  rural 
equestrian  community.  Our  area  is  called  Vincent,  which  is  part  of  Acton.  (Our  mail  comes  out  of  Palmdae, 
but  we  are  actually  part  of  Acton.)  It  is  a  very  quiet  and  peaceful  place  to  live,  and  reminds  me  of  the  1 ,200 
acre  ranch  I  grew  up  on  in  the  high  desert  of  southern  Arizona.  The  whole  community  is  a  horse  community. 
When  we  are  not  working  hard  to  maintain  our  rural  lifestyle,  the  residents  spend  much  of  their  time  outside 
enjoying  the  rural  life  with  their  animals  -  riding  horses  on  the  trails,  training  horses,  and  caring  for  livestock 
and  enjoying  the  open  spaces  of  the  area.  There  are  many  animal  rescue  facilities  in  Acton  including 
Shambala  big  cat  rescue  owned  by  Tippi  Hedren.  Additionally,  the  whole  east  side  of  Acton  lies  within  the 
Kentucky  Springs  Preserve.  Blum  Ranch  is  a  historic  farm  in  Acton  built  in  the  1800’s;  peaches  and  pears 
are  grown  there.  Acton  is  a  small  community  of  approx.  9-10,000  residents  spread  out  over  100  square  miles 
of  open  space.  This  high  desert  area  is  bounded  by  the  Angeles  National  Forest  on  the  southwest  side  and 
other  mountain  ranges  on  the  north  and  east.  Any  one  of  the  three  proposed  routes  of  the  High  Speed  Rail 
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routed  above  ground  through  the  Acton  Community  would  destroy  the  rural  lifestyle,  and  destroy  the 
community.  I  would  like  to  question  the  negative  impacts  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  in  Acton  on  the  following 
categories: 

1.  Well  Impacts 

2.  Noise 

3.  CEQA  and  NEPA 

4.  Environmental  Justice 

5.  Geology,  Soils  and  Seismic  Activity 

Please  note  that  I  have  used  the  comments  of  Acton  resident  and  engineer,  Jacqueline  Ayer  for  the  Well 
Impacts,  CEQA  and  NEPA,  and  Noise  categories.  Ms.  Ayer  has  approved  of  the  use  of  her  comments. 

1.  Well  Impacts: 

“COMMENTS  ON  POTENTIAL  WELL  IMPACTS  RESULTING  FROM,  AND  PROPOSED 
MITIGATION  MEASURES  FOR,  FOR  THE  PROPOSED  PALMDALE -BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED 
RAIL  PROJECT 

The  Community  of  Acton  is  traversed  (and  will  be  adversely  impacted  to  a  substantial  degree)  by  every  single 
route  alternative  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Project  (“HSR”)  Project  now  under 
consideration  by  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  (“FRA”)  and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
(“HSRA”).  Acton  is  a  rural  community  with  little  infrastructure,  and  as  is  typical  for  such  communities, 

Acton  residents  predominantly  rely  on  their  own  private  residential  well  systems  for  clean  drinking  water.  In 
public  meetings  with  HSRA  staff,  Acton  residents  have  made  their  concerns  regarding  well  impacts  known, 
and  have  provided  HSRA  with  maps  (incorporated  herein  by  reference)  of  general  locations  where  proposed 
HSR  routes  will  directly  affect  private  residential  wells.  These  concerns  are  summarized  below. 
POTENTIAL  IMPACTS  TO  INDIVIDUAL  RESIDENTIAL  WELLS  MUST  BE  PROPERLY 
IDENTIFIED  IN  THE  CEQA/NEPA  PROCESS  AND  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  EIR/EIS 
Both  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”)  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(“NEPA”)  obligate  FRA/HSRA  to  identify  the  locations  where  all  potential  adverse  well  impacts  may  occur. 
And,  given  the  extreme  variability  of  Acton’s  hydrogeologic  profile,  adverse  residential  well  impacts  are 
likely  to  occur  at  locations  that  are  considerably  distant  from  HSR  construction  activities.  To  address  this 
issue  and  ensure  CEQA/NEPA  compliance,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  detailed  hydrogeologic  surveys  of  all 
proposed  routes  that  extend  at  least  one  half  mile  on  either  side  of  the  route  and  which  identify  all  residential 
well  systems  within  those  areas.  This  distance  must  be  extended  if  the  hydrogeologic  conditions  are  such  that 
potential  impacts  could  occur  beyond  one  half  mile  from  the  HSR  corridor.  The  surveys  must  address  well 
depths  and  hydrogeologic  features  that  could  contribute  to  potential  well  impacts  resulting  from  HSR 
construction  and/or  operation.  The  survey  results  must  be  included  in  the  EIR/EIS  along  with  projections  of 
the  location  of  wells  that  may  be  adversely  impacted,  and  the  extent  to  which  they  will  be  adversely 
impacted.  An  appropriate  threshold  for  determining  a  “significant”/  “severe”  well  impact  is  a  2%  reduction  in 
water  yield  rates,  or  a  measurable  increase  in  any  of  the  contaminants  regulated  under  California  Drinking 
Water  regulations.  An  appropriate  baseline  for  establishing  water  yield  rates  and  water  quality  characteristics 
is  the  well  certification  reports  deemed  acceptable  by  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of  Health  (“DPH”) 
at  the  time  that  the  wells  were  approved.  In  the  event  such  information  is  unavailable,  FRA/HSRA  shall  work 
out  appropriate  baseline  values  with  affected  property  owners  on  an  individual  basis. 

FRA/HSRA  MUST  PROVIDE  APPRORIATE  MITIGATION  FOR  WELLS  THAT  MAY  BE 
IMPAIRED  BY  THE  HSR. 

For  locations  where  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  indicate  the  potential  for  adverse  well  impacts,  FRA/HSRA 
will  work  with  affected  residents  to  develop  new  water  resources  that  are  not  only  acceptable  to  the  DPH,  but 
also  meet  or  exceed  the  water  yield  rates  and  water  quality  characteristics  achieved  by  the  well  that  may  be 
impaired  by  the  construction  and/or  operation  of  HSR  project. 

FOLLOWUP  MITIGATION  MUST  BE  CONSIDERED  AND  IMPLEMENTED 
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FRA/HSRA  must  be  held  accountable  for  adverse  impacts  to  any  and  all  residential  wells  in  Acton  that  occur 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project.  To  ensure  this 
outcome,  FRA/HSRA  must  conduct  extensive  follow-up  investigations  within  Acton  to  confirm  that  all  wells 
affected  by  HSR  construction  and  operation  were  properly  identified  in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys  (described 
above)  and  all  adverse  impacts  properly  mitigated.  These  follow-up  investigations  must  consider  and  address 
concerns  raised  by  residents  who  have  noted  adverse  well  impacts  whether  or  not  these  wells  were  captured 
in  the  hydrogeologic  surveys.  FRA/HSRA  must  determine  the  significance  of  these  well  impacts  using  the 
same  threshold  criteria  adopted  in  the  EIR/EIS  and  mitigate  those  impacts  found  to  be  significant  in  the 
manner  and  extent  required  by  the  EIR/EIS  if  such  impacts  occur  as  a  result  of  HSR  construction  and/or 
operation. 

(Information  taken  from  Jacqueline  Ayer  research  per  her  permission) 


2.  Noise 


“The  following  issues  must  be  accommodated  in  the  noise  impact  study  that  is  prepared  for  the  Palmdale- 
Burbank  high  speed  train  project: 

•  Develop  a  route  alternative  in  which  the  train  enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF”)  outside  of 
Acton  (see  Figure  1),  remains  underground  in  Acton,  and  avoids  all  residential  areas  to  protect 
residential  wells. 

•  Recognize  that  this  route  alternative  eliminates  virtually  all  noise  impacts  on  all  cities  and  all 
communities  to  the  north,  south,  and  east  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  is  therefore  the 
“Environmentally  Preferred  Alternative”  as  that  term  is  contemplated  by  CEQA  regulations. 

•  NEPA  requires  to  that  an  FRA  project  EIS  consider  “direct  effects,  which  are  caused  by  the  action 
and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place”  [40  C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  This  requirement  is  not  satisfied  the 
disclosure  of  a  24-hour  averaged  noise  parameter  which  combines  existing  ambient  noise  events  with 
projected  train  noise  events.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts”  of  a 
project  to  the  public,  which  can  only  be  construed  to  mean  that  the  actual  sound  level  projections 
must  be  disclosed  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR.  These  requirements  can  only  be  satisfied  by 
including  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS  detailed  high  speed  train  noise  contour  maps  for  Acton 
that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  which  range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 

•  Consistent  with  the  requirements  imposed  by  FRA’s  2012  manual,  provide  noise  modeling 
assumptions  and  sound  exposure  calculation  parameters  in  sufficient  detail  to  allow  the  public  to 
check  SEL  results  plotted  in  the  noise  contour  maps. 

•  Ensure  that  the  noise  propagation  parameters  assumed  in  all  noise  modeling  efforts  are  appropriate  to 
geographic  and  ground  conditions  in  Acton. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  measurements  that  establish  existing  noise  conditions  in  Acton  including  exact 
locations,  dates,  and  times  of  measurements. 

•  Map  Ldn  noise  contours  in  10  dBA  increments  ranging  from  maximum  values  to  60  dBA  based  on 
projected  train  noise  levels  in  Acton. 

•  Consistent  with  a  mathematically  accurate  interpretation  of  Figure  A-5  provided  in  the  2012  FRA 
Noise  Assessment  Manual,  adopt  a  “severe  impact”  Ldn  noise  criterion  of  5  dBA  for  all  areas  in  which 
the  existing  Ldn  value  is  less  than  55  dBA. 

•  Consistent  with  CEQA  requirements  that  an  EIR  quantify  and  mitigate  actual  project  impacts, 
establish  a  “severe”  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  that  addresses  both  high  speed  train  sound  exposure 
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levels  and  projected  train  pass  by  rates,  then  map  (in  10  dBA  contours)  all  locations  in  Acton  where 
this  “severe”  noise  impact  SE:  criterion  is  met  or  exceeded,  and  designate  these  locations  for 
mitigation. 

•  Establish  a  “severe”  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  15  dB A/second  for  noise  onset  rate  impacts,  then 
map  all  locations  in  Acton  where  this  ’’severe”  noise  onset  rate  noise  impact  criterion  is  met  or 
exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these 
locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Establish  a  “severe”  noise  impact  SEL  criterion  of  75  dBA  for  animal  noise  impacts,  then  map  (in  10 
dBA  contour  increments)  all  locations  in  Acton  where  animal  noise  impact  criterion  is  met  or 
exceeded  along  all  the  train  corridors  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  route  and  designate  these 
locations  for  mitigation. 

•  Provide  assumptions  and  modeling  inputs  used  to  derive  all  mitigated  noise  projections  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of  the  mitigation  levels  claimed. 

•  If  noise  mitigation  measures  are  deemed  appropriate  for  some  portions  of  Acton  but  not  for  others, 
provide  details  regarding  such  decisions,  recognizing  that  CEQA  does  not  permit  the  HSRA  to  reject 
feasible  mitigation  measures  unless  the  marginal  cost  of  such  measures  are  so  great  that  they  render 
the  entire  Palmdale-Burbank  project  economically  non- viable.  Note:  The  fact  that  the  California 
High  Speed  Rail  Project  is  intrinsically  non- viable  from  an  economic  perspective  shall  not  factor  into 
this  decision. 

•  Provide  mitigated  Ldn  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from  maximum  values  to 
60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with  mitigation) )  for  all  high  speed  train 
corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  SEL  noise  contour  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  range  from  maximum  values  to 
60  dBA  and  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train 
corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provide  mitigated  noise  onset  rate  contour  maps  that  are  based  on  projected  train  noise  levels  (with 
mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton. 

•  Provided  mitigated  animal  noise  impact  maps  in  10  dBA  increments  that  are  based  on  projected  train 
noise  levels  (with  mitigation)  for  all  high  speed  train  corridors  proposed  in  Acton  for  Acton. 

•  Provide  both  a  qualitative  discussion  and  a  consistent  quantitative  analysis  of  the  extent  to  which 
mitigation  measures  successfully  reduced  severe  Ldn  noise  impacts,  severe  SEL  noise  impacts,  severe 
noise  onset  rate  impacts,  and  severe  animal  noise  impacts. 

•  Along  the  eastern  and  southern  portions  of  Acton,  (and  particularly  in  the  vicinity  of  Angeles  Forest 
Highway  and  Aliso  Canyon  Road),  construction  on  the  Tehachapi  Renewable  Transmission  Project 
(“TRTP”)  will  continue  through  the  end  of  2015.  Therefore,  it  is  imperative  that  FRA/HSRA  refrain 
from  collecting  any  “existing”  noise  data  in  these  areas  until  after  TRTP  construction  is  completed.  If 
this  instruction  is  not  heeded,  the  background  data  that  is  collected  will  not  properly  represent  actual 
noise  conditions  in  the  area,  which  will  invalidate  the  entire  noise  impact  analysis  in  Acton. 

•  Equestrian  uses  and  unique  animal  facilities  predominate  in  Acton,  and  are  found  in  all  locations 
along  and  within  every  train  corridor  proposed  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment.  Noise  impact 
assessments  conducted  for  these  uses  and  facilities  must  be  comprehensive,  accurate,  and 
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representative.  FRA/HSRA  staff  should  work  closely  with  Acton  residents  to  ensure  all  possible 
animal  issues  are  addressed. 

•  FRA/HSRA  must  perform  follow-up  noise  measurements  to  confirm  the  accuracy  of  their  predicted 
noise  levels,  and  if  actual  noise  levels  exceed  the  predicted  values,  additional  mitigation  measures 
must  be  implemented. 


Figure  1.  Area  Where  Corridor  Enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  to  Avoid  Acton  Homes 


Figure  2:  Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area  Adjustment 
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3.  CEQA  and  NEPA 

“COMMENTS  ON  THE  FRA/CHSRA  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW  PROCEDURES  THAT  WILL 
BE  IMPLEMENTD  FOR  THE  PROPOSED  PALMDALE -BURBANK  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL 
PROJECT 

In  July,  2014,  the  Federal  Railway  Administration  (“FRA”)  issued  a  Notice  of  Intent  (“NOI”)  and  the 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (“HSRA”)  issued  a  Notice  of  Preparation  (“NOP”)  for  the  proposed 
Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  (“HSR”)  project.  The  HSR  project  is  subject  to  several  federal  and  state 
environmental  regulations,  including  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (“NEPA”)  and  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”).  The  approach  that  has  been  adopted  by  FRA/CHSRA  to  comply  with 
these  regulations  has  raised  a  number  of  concerns,  as  described  below. 

1.  CEQA  APPLIES  TO  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 

Footnote  1  of  the  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  states: 

“The  [CHSRA]  Authority  has  prepared  this  Notice  of  Preparation  voluntarily  and  is  not  waiving  any  rights  it 
may  have  related  to  Surface  Transportation  Board  jurisdiction  and  regulation  of  this  proposed  project  under 
the  Interstate  Commission  Termination  Act  of  1995,  including  that  Act’s  preemptive  effect  on  CEQA’s 
application  to  this  proposed  project.” 

From  the  language  appearing  in  this  footnote,  the  HSRA  appears  to  have  the  mistaken  impression  that  CEQA 
compliance  is  somehow  “optional”  because  the  high  speed  rail  project  falls  under  the  preemptive  jurisdiction 
of  the  Surface  Transportation  Board.  The  HSRA  is  misinformed.  At  a  minimum,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR 
project  is  subject  to  Section  404  requirements  of  the  Federal  Clean  Water  Act  and,  by  extension,  Section  401 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  Jurisdiction  over  Section  401  compliance  lies  with  the  California 
Water  Resources  Control  Board,  which  will  not  approve  any  401  certification  unless  and  until  the  CHSRA 
has  complied  fully  with  CEQA.  Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  straddles  two  regional  water 
boards  (Lahontan  and  Los  Angeles),  the  State  Water  Resources  Control  Board  will  assume  responsibility  for 
the  401  compliance  certification.  Like  FERC’s  preemptive  authority  over  dam  licenses  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  STB’s  preemptive  authority  over  high  speed  rail  projects  does  not,  and  cannot,  obviate  any 
obligation  to  fully  comply  with  CEQA. 
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It  is  further  pointed  out  that  FRA’s  own  “Procedures  For  Considering  Environmental  Impacts”  [64  FR 
28549]  clearly  recognize  the  applicability  of  CEQA  because  these  procedures  compel  CHSRA  to  serve  as  a 
joint  lead  agency  with  FRA  to  address  actions  that  are  subject  to  state  requirements  that  are  comparable  to 
NEPA  (as  is  the  case  with  CEQA).  FRA  procedures  (found  in  64  FR  28549  Section  6  paragraph  2]  state: 

“Consistent  with  the  requirements  of  CEQ  1506.2  and  1506.5  an  applicant  shall,  to  the  fullest  extent  possible, 
serve  as  a  joint  lead  agency  if  the  applicant  is  a  State  agency  or  local  agency,  and  the  proposed  action  is 
subject  to  State  or  local  requirements  comparable  to  NEPA”. 

To  be  clear,  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to  all  aspects  of  CEQA  regulations,  including 
those  provisions  that  require  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  and/or  the  “environmentally  superior 
alternative”  unless  such  measures  or  alternatives  are  shown  (based  on  substantial  evidence)  to  be  infeasible. 

2.  THE  SCOPE  OF  ROUTE  ALTERNATIVES  PROPOSED  FOR  THE  PALMDALE- 
BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT  IS  TOO  NARROWLY  DEFINED 

Both  CEQA  and  NEPA  require  FRA/HSRA  to  consider  a  range  of  project  alternatives  that  would 
substantially  meet  project  objectives  and  protect  environmental  and  community  resources.  The  Palmdale- 
Burbank  project  described  in  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  by  FRA/HSRA  is  too  narrowly  defined  to  meet  these 
requirements.  Specifically,  the  “Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area”  depicted  in  Figure  1  of  the  NOP  is  so 
limited  that  it  precludes  consideration  of  a  route  alternative  that  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every 
community  that  lies  between  the  cities  of  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  To  correct  this  substantial  deficiency,  the 
“Alternative  Route  Study  Area”  must  be  adjusted  as  depicted  in  Exhibit  1.  This  ensures  that  an  alternative 
route  will  be  considered  which  enters  the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF”)  outside  the  Community  of  Acton 
(see  Exhibit  2)  and  remains  underground  in  Acton  within  a  corridor  that  avoids  residential  areas.  This 
alternative  route  achieves  all  of  the  community,  natural  environment,  and  wildlife  corridor  protection 
provisions  that  were  specified  in  the  High  Speed  Rail  Passenger  Train  Bond  Act  (Proposition  1  A)  that  was 
approved  by  California  voters  in  2008.  The  amount  of  tunneling  required  for  this  alternative  route  is  certainly 
achievable,  and  is  in  fact  only  slightly  more  than  the  20.2  miles  of  tunnel  already  proposed  for  other 
alternatives  considered  for  this  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  (see  the  SCN  +  SR14E/W  Hybrid 
alternatives).  Equally  important  is  the  fact  that  the  tunnel  length  required  for  this  alternative  is  substantially 
less  than  what  has  been  achieved  by  other  HSR  projects  around  the  world.  A  finding  by  FRA/HSRA  that  this 
route  cannot  technically  be  achieved  is  tantamount  to  declaring  that  American  engineers  are  neither  as  smart 
nor  as  capable  as  European  or  Japanese  engineers  (which  is  hardly  the  case).  Consistent  with  CEQA  and 
NEPA  requirements,  the  “Alternative  Route  Study  Area”  must  be  expanded  to  ensure  that  this  “no  impact” 
route  option  is  included  in  the  range  of  alternatives  considered  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS. 

3.  PREVIOUS  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEWS  CONDUCTED  BY  FRA/HSRA  ON  OTHER 
HSR  SEGMENTS  HAVE  NOT  PROPERLY  IMPLEMENTED  CEQA’S  MITIGATION 
AND  “ENVIRONMENT ALLY  SUPERIOR”  PROVISIONS 

CEQA’s  mitigation  and  environmental  protection  provision  are  much  more  stringent  than  NEPA  regulations. 
For  instance,  under  CEQA,  HSRA  is  required  to  develop  an  “environmentally  superior”  alternative,  and  it 
requires  HSRA  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  and/or  the  environmentally  superior  project  alternative  if  doing 
so  successfully  reduces  significant  impacts  while  still  achieving  most  project  objectives.  The  only  exception 
to  this  is  when  it  is  conclusively  demonstrated  (by  substantial  evidence  provided  in  the  record)  that  the  cost  to 
implement  these  alternatives  or  mitigation  measures  will  make  the  entire  project  financially  infeasible. 
Because  the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  is  subject  to  CEQA,  these  more  stringent  mitigation  and 
environmental  protection  requirements  apply. 

For  some  reason,  HSRA  has  not  complied  with  CEQA’s  stringent  mitigation  requirements  in  the  previous 
environmental  impact  studies  that  it  has  performed.  For  instance,  in  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS,  the  noise 
impact  section  and  associated  Technical  Report  state  quite  clearly  that  mitigation  in  the  form  of  noise  barriers 
would  only  be  implemented  in  those  areas  where  it  is  deemed  “cost  effective”  to  do  so  (see  EIR/EIS  Section 
3.4).  It  further  clarifies  that  “severe”  noise  impacts  would  remain  unmitigated  in  those  areas  where  noise 
barriers  are  not  deemed  “cost  effective”.  HSRA  fails  to  provide  any  proof  that  deploying  additional  noise 
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barriers  in  these  severely  impacted  areas  would  render  the  entire  Merced-Fresno  project  financially  infeasible. 
Even  if  HSRA  declared  this  to  be  the  case,  such  a  declaration  is  not  supported  by  any  evidence  provided  in 
the  record  that  the  additional  cost  of  one  more  foot  of  noise  barrier  would  fiscally  “break”  the  project.  The 
Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  noise  impact  study  clearly  violates  CEQA’s  mitigation  and  environmental  protection 
provisions. 

To  make  matters  worse,  the  Summary  Section  of  the  Merced-Fresno  EIR/EIS  gives  the  impression  that  noise 
impacts  would  be  fully  mitigated,  even  though  the  noise  impact  section  of  the  EIR/EIS  makes  it  quite  clear 
that  noise  impacts  will  NOT  be  fully  mitigated.  The  EIR/EIS  states  (on  page  S-15)  “In  some  locations, 
operational  noise  impacts  of  substantial  intensity  under  NEPA  and  significant  under  CEQA  would  occur,  but 
when  fully  mitigated  they  would  be  of  negligible  intensity  under  NEPA  and  less  than  significant  under 
CEQA”.  This  disingenuous  and  deceitful  statement  belies  the  fact  that  CHSRA  has  no  intention  of  “fully 
mitigating”  operational  noise  impacts,  and  for  those  decision  makers  and  stakeholders  that  only  review  the 
EIR/EIS  Summary,  it  instills  the  false  belief  that  operational  noise  impacts  will  be  fully  mitigated. 

Such  deceit  WILL  NOT  be  tolerated  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project,  and  the  Community  of  Acton  insists 
on  strict  compliance  with  CEQA  mitigation  to  the  fullest  extent  of  the  law.  This  includes  the  consideration 
and  adoption  of  an  “Environmentally  Superior”  alternative  which  eliminates  all  impacts  to  virtually  every 
community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank,  namely  the  underground  route  through  the  ANF  described  in 
Section  2. 

4.  KEY  FEDERAL  AGENCIES  HAVE  BEEN  OMITTED  FROM  THE  SCOPING  PROCESS 

Neither  the  U.S.  Forest  Service  (“USFS”)  nor  its  parent  agency  (the  US  Department  of  Agriculture)  have 
been  identified  as  Participating  Agencies  (or  even  Cooperating  Agencies)  in  FRA’s  NOI  issued  for  the 
Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project.  .  This  is  particularly  surprising,  given  that  the  USFS  has  jurisdiction  over 
the  Angeles  National  Forest  (“ANF”)  which  underlies  the  “Alternative  Corridor  Study  Area”,  and  is 
responsible  for  issuing  the  “Special  Use  Permit”  or  other  relevant  authorization  that  will  be  necessary  to 
construct  any  route  that  affects  the  ANF.  An  HSR  route  through  the  ANF  will  eliminate  adverse  impacts  on 
virtually  every  community  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank,  and  is  therefore  a  matter  of  considerable  interest 
to  affected  stakeholders.  FRA’s  failure  to  include  the  USFS  as  a  Participating  Agency,  and  the  USFS’ s  failure 
to  participate  in  the  public  scoping  meetings  has  caused  significant  public  unease,  and  has  raised  the  public’s 
perception  that  neither  the  FRA  nor  the  HSRA  are  truly  committed  to  developing  a  route  that  protects  many 
tens  of  thousands  of  people  from  adverse  impacts.  This  is  particularly  true  in  the  Community  of  Acton,  which 
is  traversed  by  (and  will  be  substantially  damaged  by)  every  single  HSR  route  proposed  by  FRA/HSRA.  The 
Community  of  Acton  expects  FRA’s  failure  to  include  the  USFS  as  a  Participating  Agency  will  be  rectified, 
and  that  the  USFS  will  fully  participate  in  the  FRA/HSRA  environmental  review  and  public  outreach  efforts 
going  forward. 

5.  INADEQUATE  DEFINITION  OF  THE  PALMDALE-BURBANK  HSR  PROJECT 
PRECLUDES  MEANINGFUL  PUBLIC  COMMENT  AT  THIS  TIME 

The  HSRA’s  proposed  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  project  includes  a  “Route  Alternative  Study  Area”  which 
traverses  the  ANF.  However,  this  alternative  is  so  poorly  defined  and  lacks  locational  information  to  such  an 
extent  that  affected  stakeholders  are  unable  to  provide  meaningful  scoping  comments  at  this  time.  Regarding 
this  HSR  route  alternative,  it  is  expected  that  stakeholders  will  have  future  opportunities  to  provide  scoping 
comments  once  this  alternative  is  properly  refined  to  a  level  which  permits  meaningful  public  comment.  It  is 
further  expected  that  these  comments  will  be  accorded  the  same  weight  as  any  and  all  timely-submitted 
scoping  comments  that  the  FRA  and  CHSRA  receive  pursuant  to  the  NOP  and  NOI  issued  July,  2014. 

6.  THE  FRA/HSRA  SCOPING  PROGRAM  ESTABLISHES  INCONSISTENT  DEADLINES 

According  to  the  comment  cards  and  scoping  flyer  distributed  jointly  by  the  FRA  and  HSRA  at  the  public 
scoping  meetings  that  were  held  in  August  and  noticed  in  the  NOP  and  NOI,  public  scoping  comments  are 
due  on  or  before  August  31,  2014.  However,  the  NOI  issued  by  the  FRA  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  establishes  a  public  scoping  deadline  of  August  25,  2014.  The  NOP  issued  by  the  HSRA  was  merely 
signed  on  July  24,  2014,  and  it  does  not  specify  any  scoping  comment  deadline  nor  does  it  indicate  a 
publication  date.  Despite  these  apparent  inconsistencies  and  the  clearly  mixed  message  that  the  public  has 
received  from  FRA/HSRA  regarding  when  scoping  comments  are  actually  due,  and  in  recognition  of  the  fact 
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that  full  and  meaningful  public  participation  is  a  fundamental  objective  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA,  it  is 
expected  that  FRA  and  HSRA  will  deem  all  comments  received  on  or  before,  or  postmarked  by,  August  3 1 
2014  to  be  timely  submitted,  and  will  accord  them  the  same  weight  and  due  consideration  given  to  all 
scoping  comments  submitted  on  or  before  August  25,  2014. 

7.  THE  PALMDALE-LOS  ANGELES  HSR  PROJECT  HAS  BEEN  IMPROPERLY 
SEGMENTED  INTO  TWO  SEPARATE  PROJECTS  IN  VIOLATION  OF  CEQA  &  NEPA 

The  FRA/HSRA  have  taken  a  single  project  (the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project)  and  improperly  split  it 
up  into  two  separate  projects  (the  Palmdale-Burbank  HSR  and  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  HSR  Project)  in 
violation  of  both  CEQA  and  NEPA. 

FRA  claims  that  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project  and  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  project  will  have  “independent 
utility”,  which  means  that  these  two  projects  are  not  “connected  actions”  (as  that  term  is  contemplated  in 
NEPA)  and  will  therefore  function  without  need  of,  and  independent  from,  each  other.  Such  a  statement  is 
ridiculous  on  its  face.  A  stand-alone  high  speed  train  connecting  Burbank  with  Los  Angeles  is  intrinsically 
non- viable  given  the  short  distance  it  would  cover  (1 1  miles)  and  its  “unnecessary”  nature.  FRA  claims  that 
the  Burbank  and  Los  Angeles  terminals  are  “rational  for  transportation  movements”,  but  does  not  provide  any 
supporting  evidence  that  any  passenger  would  ever  have  need  of  such  transportation.  The  reason  for  this  lack 
of  evidence  is  simple;  it  does  not  exist.  Additional  reasons  offered  by  FRA  to  further  justify  this  improper 
segmentation  of  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  are  equally  insubstantial:  for  example,  FRA  claims  that 
segmenting  these  two  projects  will  provide  “more  effective  planning  and  public  outreach  in  these  highly 
populated  areas”.  Obviously  this  is  untrue,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  FRA’s  public  scoping  and  outreach 
actions  for  the  two  projects  were  combined  into  a  single  scoping  and  outreach  effort.  Clearly,  FRA  is  capable 
of  achieving  adequate  public  outreach  and  planning  for  a  combined  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project. 

Aside  from  FRA’s  specious  reasons  for  segmenting  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  project  into  two  separate 
projects,  there  is  the  undeniable  fact  that  approving  the  Burbank-Los  Angeles  portion  of  the  project  will 
influence  the  decision  and  force  the  Palmdale-  Burbank  project  to  proceed  notwithstanding  the  environmental 
consequences.  The  Burbank-Los  Angeles  section  serves  as  a  necessary  component  of  the  Palmdale-Los 
Angeles  HSR  project  and  is  therefore  a  connected  action  that  is  dependent  on  the  Palmdale-Burbank  Section. 
As  the  courts  have  determined,  these  are  the  hallmarks  of  distinguishing  improper  segmentation  under  NEPA 
and  they  clearly  preclude  FRA  from  splitting  up  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  two  different 
projects.  Separating  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project  into  2  different  segments  is  also  a  violation  of 
CEQA.  Nonetheless,  the  NOP  issued  by  HSRA  asserts  that  splitting  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles  HSR  project 
into  separate  projects  is  necessary  because  a  Supplemental  Alternatives  Analysis  Report  [“SAA”]  issued  in 
May  2014  says  that  “it  would  be  beneficial  to  address  the  environmental  effects  of  the  HSR  System  from 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  in  one  EIR/EIS  and  from  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles  in  a  separate  EIR/EIS.”  Aside  from 
the  obvious  fact  that  SAA  statements  do  not  obviate  CEQA  compliance  requirements,  HSRA’s  action 
violates  CEQA  for  other  reasons.  CEQA  prohibits  HSRA  from  breaking  up  the  Palmdale-Los  Angeles 
project  into  component  parts  for  piecemeal  consideration.  The  justifications  for  this  action  offered  by  HSRA 
in  the  NOP  are  the  same  justifications  offered  by  the  FRA  in  the  NOI,  and  they  fall  apart  for  the  same 
reasons. 

8.  FAILURE  TO  PROVIDE  HSR  NOISE  LEVELS  VIOLATES  CEQA  AND  NEPA 

In  any  action  or  project  for  which  an  EIS  is  prepared,  NEPA  requires  consideration  of  “direct  effects,  which 
are  caused  by  the  action  and  occur  at  the  same  time  and  place”  [40  C.F.R.  §  1508.8(a)].  The  “direct  effects 
which  are  caused”  by  high  speed  rail  operation  include  significant  noise  levels  which  “occur  at  the  same  time 
and  place”  in  which  the  train  passes  by.  Similarly,  CEQA  requires  HSRA  to  disclose  the  “direct  impacts”  of  a 
project  to  the  public.  There  is  no  question  that  both  NEPA  and  CEQA  require  public  disclosure  of  the  actual 
high  speed  train  noise  levels  that  are  projected  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  project. 

Nonetheless,  and  despite  these  clearly  stated  requirements,  FRA/HSRA  have  failed  to  consider  (or  even 
report)  ANY  actual  high  speed  train  noise  levels  in  any  of  the  environmental  assessments  that  have  been 
conducted  to  date  for  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Program.  Instead,  FRA/HSRA  only  considered  24-hour 
“aggregate”  noise  values  that  were  never  published,  and  which  were  derived  by  reconciling  existing  noise 
data  (averaged  over  24  hours)  with  projected  high  speed  train  noise  data  (also  averaged  over  24  hours).  While 
these  “aggregate”  values  may  perhaps  be  construed  to  represent  some  sort  of  indirect  impact  or  perhaps  a 
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cumulative  impact  (both  of  which  must  be  considered  under  CEQA),  they  do  not,  by  any  stretch  of  the 
imagination ,  represent  “direct  effects”  of  the  high  speed  train  which  occur  only  at  the  time  when,  and  in  the 
place  where,  the  high  speed  train  passes  by.  The  Community  of  Acton  will  not  tolerate  such  CEQA  and 
NEPA  violations,  and  demands  that  actual  noise  level  predictions  resulting  from  HSR  operation  in  Acton  be 
provided  in  the  Palmdale-Burbank  EIR/EIS.  This  can  best  be  achieved  by  providing  noise  contour  maps  for 
Acton  that  are  plotted  in  10  dBA  increments  and  range  from  the  maximum  value  to  60  dBA  or  less. 
(Information  taken  from  Jacqueline  Ayer  research  per  her  permission.) 

Jacqueline  Ayer,  AirSpecial@aol.com,  2010  West  Avenue  K,  #701,  Lancaster,  CA  93536” 

4.  Environmental  Justice 

The  three  identified  High  Speed  Rail  alignments  divide  the  Acton  community  and  displace  Acton  property 
owners.  Acton’s  reputation  as  a  tranquil,  rural  town  will  be  forever  altered. 

The  proximity  to  schools  and  the  assault  on  open  spaces  will  significantly  impact  the  value  of  ALL  Acton 
properties.  Who  will  want  to  own  Acton  property  when  there  is  an  85  dB  plus  train  roaring  by  frequently? 
Property  values  will  DROP  significantly.  A  baseline  study  of  property  values  has  not  been  conducted  by  the 
High-Speed  Rail  Authority  (Authority)  prior  to  assignment  of  a  route.  It  is  expected  that  property  values  may 
drop  as  much  as  70%.  The  eminent  domain  and  condemnation  process  is  only  vaguely  outlined  by  the 
Authority  and  clearly  will  not  compensate  those  impacted. 

A  trickle  effect  in  lost  income  to  local  Realtors,  local  businesses,  contractors  and  developers,  teachers  (when 
schools  close  due  to  a  drop  in  enrollment)  will  result.  Students  will  need  to  be  bussed  to  other  communities. 
The  movie  industry  is  active  throughout  the  year  filming  in  various  parts  of  Acton  (including  on  locations  on 
Red  Rover  Mine  Road,  Angeles  Forest  Highway,  Soledad  Canyon  Road,  Crown  Valley  Road,  Sierra 
Highway,  and  the  Vasquez  Canyon  area.  The  High  Speed  Rail’s  impact  on  noise,  dust,  visual  blight,  access, 
and  more  will  make  the  local  community  an  undesirable  filming  location  resulting  in  loss  of  income  to  the 
community. 

The  High  Speed  Rail  alignments  potentially  could  adversely  divide  parcels,  disqualifying  sections  of  land  for 
resale. 


5.  Geology,  Soils,  Seismic  Factors 

Acton  is  home  to  several  active  earthquake  faults.  The  San  Andreas  Fault  line  is  within  five  miles  of  Acton. 
The  State  of  California  has  identified  the  Acton  quadrangle  as  an  official  seismic  hazard  zone.  Acton 
topography  includes  many  canyons  and  valleys. 

Liquefaction  or  landslides  are  likely  to  take  place  during  earth  quakes  of  5.5  magnitude  or  greater.  Above 
grade  structures  can  collapse  in  an  earthquake.  How  will  the  Authority  ensure  public  safety  if  a  large 
earthquake  occurs? 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  my  Scoping  Comments  for  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  route  of  the 
California  High  Speed  Rail.  These  comments  are  being  submitted  by  e-mail  on  August  30,  2014  to  both  the 
Federal  Rail  Authority  to  Ms.  Stephanie  Perez  at  Stephanie.perez@dot.gov  ,  and  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 
Director  of  Environmental  Services,  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  at 
mclough@aol.com  and  Palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov.  A  hard  copy  of  these  comments  was  mailed  to  Mr. 
Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services,  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  California  High 
Speed  Rail  Authority,  700  North  Alameda,  Room  3-532,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90012. 

Yours  very  truly, 

//s// 

Janna  Duncan 

32230  Angeles  Forest  Hwy,  Vincent  (Acton),  CA  93550  *  (661)  361-3188 
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Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  project  section 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  North  Alameda  Room  3-532 

L.A.,  CA  90012 


Dear  McLoughlin: 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  HSR  coming  through  my  community  of  Shadow 
hills. 


First,  I  would  point  out  that  the  "Alternative  Corridor-New  Study  Area"  is 
completely  vague  (covering  a  500  square  mile  area)  which  puts  thousands  of 
people  (homeowners)  in  fear  of  being  under  the  cloud  of  the  HSR.  How  can 
people  study  and  (either)  object  or  agree  with  a  such  a  vague  plan,  not 
knowing  whether  or  not  their  home  and  landholding  is  going  to  be  wiped  out, 
taken  away  or,  at  a  minimum,  drastically  disrupted  by  a  200  mph  train 
dashing  by  when  they  are  sitting  on  a  horse  in  an  equestrian  community  that 
they  paid  a  million  dollars  to  live  in? 

I  am  a  rabid  environmentalist.  I  believe  in  and  want  CA  and  the  entire  USA  to 
have  a  high  speed  rail  like  the  Japanese,  French  and  other  advanced 
countries.  I  really  do.  I  think  it  would  save  gas,  oil,  money,  time  and 
congestion.  But  there  are  some  areas  that  it  should  not  traverse.  It  should 
travel  through  already  established  corridors  in  commercial  areas  where  there 
are  already  freeways,  highways,  other  rail  lines,  etc.  Not  through  pristine 
areas  like  equestrian  communities  (such  as  Shadow  Hills  and  the  Tujunga 
Wash)  or  through  a  National  Forest  like  the  Angeles.  There  is  no  reason  the 
HSR  cannot  follow  along  the  other  rails  beside  or  near  the  5  FWY  that  comes 
south  from  Sylmar,  San  Fernando,  Pacoima,  and  on  down  into  Burbank. 

Further,  I  am  informed  that  there  is  an  earthquake  fault  running  near  the  base 
of  the  Angeles  Forest  which  (for  some  strange  reason)  keeps  the  fresh  water 
aquifers  on  one  side  free  from  the  contaminated  (by  cesspools)  aquafers  on 
the  other.  These  aquafers  connect  with  and  are  the  source  of  10  %  of  the 
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drinking  water  for  the  Los  Angeles  area.  Any  disturbance  would  allow 
contamination  of  the  bad  into  the  good.  Water  already  being  at  a  premium  if 
not  in  shortage  in  California.  Any  source,  no  matter  how  small,  is  too 
precious  to  give  up. 

While  on  the  subject  of  water,  the  Hansen  Dam  (at  the  base  of  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash)  is  crucial  to  protecting  the  San  Fernando  Valley  from  flooding 
from  water  runoff  from  the  Angeles  Mountains.  Any  tunneling  or  major 
construction  near,  or  interfering  with  the  dam  would  jeopardize  the  protection 
it  has  provided  for  nearly  80  years. 

Respectfully, 


DON  DUNHAM 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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M  cor  Lanne/  V  unham/ 
10936  Art  Street- 
Shadow  HCLLy,  CA  91040 
Tel:  818-446-0457  few:  818-446-0757 


September  5,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  project  section 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  North  Alameda  Room  3-532 

L.A.,  CA  90012 

Dear  McLoughlin: 

I  am  writing  in  regard  to  the  HSR  coming  through  my  community  of  Shadow 
hills. 

First,  I  would  point  out  that  the  "Alternative  Corridor-New  Study  Area"  is 
completely  vague  (covering  a  500  square  mile  area)  which  puts  thousands  of 
people  (homeowners)  in  fear  of  being  under  the  cloud  of  the  HSR.  How  can 
people  study  and  (either)  object  or  agree  with  a  such  a  vague  plan,  not  knowing 
whether  or  not  their  home  and  landholding  is  going  to  be  wiped  out,  taken  away 
or,  at  a  minimum,  drastically  disrupted  by  a  200  mph  train  dashing  by  when  they 
are  sitting  on  a  horse  in  an  equestrian  community  that  they  paid  a  million  dollars 
to  live  in? 

I  am  an  environmentalist.  I  believe  in  and  want  CA  and  the  entire  USA  to  have  a 
high  speed  rail  like  the  Japanese,  French  and  other  advanced  countries.  I  really 
do.  I  think  it  would  save  gas,  oil,  money,  time  and  congestion.  But  there  are 
some  areas  that  it  should  not  traverse.  It  should  travel  through  already 
established  corridors  in  commercial  areas  where  there  are  already  freeways, 
highways,  other  rail  lines,  etc.  Not  through  pristine  areas  like  equestrian 
communities  (such  as  Shadow  Hills  and  the  Tujunga  Wash)  or  through  a 
National  Forest  like  the  Angeles.  There  is  no  reason  the  HSR  cannot  follow 
along  the  other  rails  beside  or  near  the  5  FWY  that  comes  south  from  Sylmar, 

San  Fernando,  Pacoima,  and  on  down  into  Burbank. 

Further,  I  am  informed  that  there  is  an  earthquake  fault  running  near  the  base  of 
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the  Angeles  Forest  which  (for  some  strange  reason)  keeps  the  fresh  water 
aquifers  on  one  side  free  from  the  contaminated  (by  cesspools)  aquafers  on  the 
other.  These  aquafers  connect  with  and  are  the  source  of  10  %  of  the  drinking 
water  for  the  Los  Angeles  area.  Any  disturbance  would  allow  contamination  of 
the  bad  into  the  good.  Water  already  being  at  a  premium  if  not  in  shortage  in 
California.  Any  source,  no  matter  how  small,  is  too  precious  to  give  up. 

While  on  the  subject  of  water,  the  Hansen  Dam  (at  the  base  of  the  Big  Tujunga 
Wash)  is  crucial  to  protecting  the  San  Fernando  Valley  from  flooding  from  water 
runoff  from  the  Angeles  Mountains.  Any  tunneling  or  major  construction  near,  or 
interfering  with  the  dam  would  jeopardize  the  protection  it  has  provided  for 
nearly  80  years. 

Respectfully, 


MARIANNE  DUNHAM 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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Allen  and  Diane  Eggers 
16020  Comet  Way 
Santa  Clarita,  CA  91387 
August  26,  2014 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughtin 
Director  of  Envlrortmemal  Services 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  H.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

VIA  EMAIL 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

We  strongly  oppose  the  current  path  of  the  HSR  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  Acton,  It  will  definitely  have 
a  negative  impact  on  the  community  of  Santa  Clarita,  particularly  the  Sand  Canyon  area  and  us  personally,  as  its 
lengthy  construction  and  operation  pass  through  communities  that  It  wilt  not  even  service.  The  "newY'  proposed, 
Alternative  Corridor  route  mentioned  at  the  recent  HSR  meeting  on  August  5tK,  would  be  shorter,  more  direct  and 
affect  fewer  communities* 

In  the  Santa  Oarita  Valley,  decibel  levels  will  increase  in  severity  and  frequency  with  the  addition  of  the  HSR  to 
existing  Metro  and  freight  train  activity,  not  to  mention  nearby  freeway  activity,  HSR  decibel  ievefs  of  70  toflO  d& 
every  10  to  12  minutes  in  the  Sand  Canyon  area  atone  will  negatively  Impact: 

me  and  my  family  personally  as  our  home  sits  less  than  a  quarter  mile  from  current  and  proposed  rail 
tracks  (existing  rail  and  freeway  nols e/vibration  Is  already  hard  to  miss); 

atf  residents  and  animals  in  one  of  the  few  remaining  rural  areas  of  the  SCV  that  allows  horses  and 
other  ranch  animals,  of  which  there  are  many; 

children  and  teachers  of  two  elementary  schools  (over  10GD  individuals); 

two  churches  (oh,  wait,  one  will  be  eliminated,  along  with  several  homes,  due  to  the  path  of  the  high 
speed  rail); 

natural  habitats  of  the  snakes,  owis,  bats,  frogs,  fox,  ferrets,  raccoons,  bobcats,  coyote,  squirrels, 
mountain  Hons,  woodpeckers,  hawks,  and  other  birds,  that  calf  the  areas  of  Sand  Canyon  and  the 
Santa  Clara  River  "home'4. 

New  rail  construction  and  operation,  in  addition  to  existing  Metro  and  freight  trains,  will  add  more  disruptive 
activity  along  the  Santa  Clara  River,  negatively  affecting  its  fragile  ecosystem,  including  its  abundant  plant  life. 
And,  how  can  something  barreling  -  no,  rocketing  -  through  at  125  to  22G  miles  an  hour  not  jeopardize  safety, 
animat  or  human?! 

Passing  through  the  SCV  on  Its  way  to  Palmdale  (m  a  tunnel  or  not),  the  HSR  will  be  built  parallel  to  the  San 
Andreas  Fault,  alongside  Highway  14  and  existing  rail  tracks,  endangering  even  more  lives  than  are  already  in 
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danger  along  the  fault's  path,  'The  SigOne"  is  inevitable,  and  ft  appears  the  state  has  decided,  In  the  "interest  of 
the  common  good",  that  even  more  death  and  destruction  Is  acceptable. 

Some  of  us  had  hoped  to  use  our  home's  equity  as  a  "Jumping  off4  point  for  retirement  but,  as  any  homeowner 
within  viewing  distance  of  the  proposed  line  can  tell  you,  property  values  have  already  been  negatively  affected. 
Many  of  us  are  having  to  rethinfc/rewoffr  our  plans  for  our  future  This  problem  will  only  get  worse  should  the  line 
be  built  through  Sand  Canyon. 

The  task  of  building  this  monstrosity  will  be  monumentally  disruptive  for  3  community  that  will  receive  minimal  to 
no  benefit  from  its  construction  and  operation.  Many  of  us  moved  to  this  part  of  the  SCV  because  of  its  natural 
beauty  and  open  spaces.  For  those  of  us  who  live  in  Sand  Canyon,  we  KNOW  that  the  peacefulness  and  the 
"aesthetic  &  visual  duality"  we  sought  here  will  be  compromised,  assaulted  and  changed  forever  should  this  line  go 
through  here. 

Please  choose  the  alternative  route. 


;de 
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Allen  and 
l&QJQComfcl  Way 
Santa  da  rila,CA  91387 
August  2fir  2014 

M*  Mark  A  Mciouehhfl 
Director  nf  FnvimnmRnl.il  ^crultft 
California  Hi^b  Speed  FLait  Authority 
700  M.  Alameda,  Raem  1-532 

Angelv5pCA  00012 

VIA  CM  AIL 

De«*r  Mt.  Mdoughlm 

We  wrongly  epp"5*  th t  c  j  i ;  enr  path  of  The  I  »SR  through  Eh«  S  JOTe  r«  t  j  Valley  and  Ad  an  It  wi il  defimt eiy  hove 

&  nt^ative  inipad  DP  the  COmmuniiy  of  Snn’a  Clarita..  particularly  the  Sand  Canyon  area  ami  us  pempnalfy,  as  tlv 
h.'nREhy  tsn^i  ruction  and  ofHjr?S'on  pjcs  through  communities  that  it  wi3l  not  Even  service.  Ihf  "nftwhpC  prftp&S^J, 
Alternative  Corridor  joirtu  mentioned  at  the  recent  H5K  amending  on  Augur,!  5th,  would  Lip  yIichut,  nmn1  Hhpn  ..nri 

flflett  l>wrt  loinniuruCri",. 

in  thi1  SsinE.j  Cl-int.i  Vnlh-y.  decibel  k«v4.jis  will  l^cr^je  In  severity  and  fluency  with  [he  jdditipri  bt  She  MSP  to 
existing  Metro  end  height  train  activity,  nnt  io  mention  learby  freeway  aaMiy.  MSP  decibel  level!  of  70  lo  BU  dti 
Every  10  Id  12  mlnutoi  in  ihe  sand  Canyon  area  alone  will  negatively  impact; 

-  mi  ITrd  my  family  person |I-V  ns  Our  homo  nCS  iesi  Ehah  a  quarter  nine  from  current  and  proi^ed  Mil 
tracta  (u^sUng  rail  and  freeway  noisR/^braUdfl  is  aUeady  hard  Id  mbu), 

an  FmflbtUs  and  jutfmato  In  nneoiihi-  fcw  iem,uniiw  rural  pi  i  ht*  5CV  ihet  allows  horsey  and 
olhfi  rtfPbrh  animaJii,  of  which  thure  are  many; 

Children  ar:d  teachers  el  tw&  elem*n5Bry  Kh«lj  (over  1WD  intflylduaiJ), 

two  churches  |oh .  wail,  one  will  be  dltmindled,  along  with  several  home  s,  due  to  the  path  of  ThR  high 

speea  n\i\, 

natural  habitals  df  the  snakes,  owls,  bat*,  fro£Sr  Fa*,  Terrel^  tatijno m*  tntbuiiv  Cdynie,  iqjrirfetv, 
mountain  Hons,  woodpRtVpr %  hawks.  ifld  ul  tier  thltb,  th-il  l>iN  1  hu  jrrrus  oF  Sand  Canyon  and  the 
Santa  Elora  Riv^r  "home" 

N-rvl'  p .Til  LurisLr ut liuti  and  operation,  m<  .idtlitiori  tu  rjj'.hnjr  Mctm  .mil  iriNght  tr.i-ini,  will  add  more  disruptive 

amyity  altiiiR  the  VinLi  Clirrfl  RiVfcr,  negatively  .iHcctrnp  ils  FmriFc  ucu  sysLcm.  Indirdin^lts  abundant  plan!  hrfe 
And.  Hit*  i;.in ynmc'Ehlilp.  I MtTP.-ilnp  nr*,  jnr kid Irijt  Elimugh  a*  325  lo  ?29  miles  an  hour  net  (MffttdiH  saffily. 
animal  pt  human!  I 

Passing  th^PCJ^h  the  SCV  on  Its  way  <d  Rafradalo  ||n  a  lynnel  pr  not]r  the  HSR  wllr  b*  bvilt  C-auliel  to  the  Irfn 
Andreas  Fauh,  alpngjk??  Highway  14  §nt}  fnisE-n^?*il  EratkS.  enemger  ne  Even  more  lives  Than  are  aheady  in 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-449 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1191  (Allen  and  Diane  Eggers,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


dinflir  along  ihf  ft.iH'i  RUlh  -  "ih#  [jig  Qnti*  w  inevitable,  and  ll  appeal  ihe  state  iKas  decided.  in  ihe  ^nlerost  rjl 
the  common  goad\  EhnL  even  move  dealh  and  destruction  ia  atceplaisle. 

ioriTe  or  had  hopod  to  uso  our  honwA  equity  ac  a  jumping  ofr  point  tor  ntfirerru-rit  hul,  .h  ,ariy  himiriivuML-i 
wIEhiri  vii'viing  dfehlntr  of  thr  piupuir-d  llur  U<tt  EeJI  ynti,  prsiprrLy  if.ihanr,  .ilre-idy  been  ncjf,i  lively  a  (reeled. 
M.lny  til  ys  arc  h  J  wrifl  (O  i  edurlk/K  i-wgr  k  Oui  plan*  lo«  Oil  r  ttfUlf  t  This  &H  utalrm  WlK  only  J£0  t  WdT&C  > ha  U  Id  the  line 
In:  Imlh  ihJOOJili  5imd  Canyon 

The  task  cf  building thkj  monstrosity  win  be  monumentally  dlsr unlive  fa*  a  community  Lhat  wrll  receive  minimal  io 
no  otrnefis  from  lu  coftiErucilon  Jtvd  oporunofl.  Many  oi  us  moved  toihii  p&ti  of  she  Slv  bECause  or-ts  n-ntu  r.-^l 
beauty  nc.d  open  spaces  Fflf  those  of  us  who  live  in  Sand  Canyon,  we  KNUW  that  The  pejgelulntf$4  and  me 
"acHhfiie  &  visual  quaky*  we  nought  here  win  bt  comurorfifcied.  tuaiHled  and  changed  forever  should  this  line  go 
through  hefe. 

Flense  choose  the  nlternalivp  route 


Allen  and  Diane  Eggers 
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Whitney  Eggers 
16020  Comet  Way 
Santa  Clarita,  CA  91387 
September  10, 2014 

Mr  Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

VIA  EMAIL 

Dear  Mr,  McLoughiin: 

I  strongly  oppose  the  current  path  of  the  HSR  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  Acton,  It  will  have  a 
strong  negative  impact  on  the  community  of  Santa  Clarita,  particularly  the  Sand  Canyon  area  and  my 
family  and  I  personally,  as  its  lengthy  construction  and  operation  pass  through  communities  that  it  will 
not  even  service.  The  "newly"  proposed,  Alternative  Corridor  route  mentioned  at  the  recent  HSR 
meeting  on  August  5th,  would  be  shorter,  more  direct  and  affect  fewer  communities. 

HSR  decibel  levels  of  70  to  SO  dB  every  10  to  12  minutes  rn  the  Sand  Canyon  area  alone  will  negatively 
impact: 

me  and  my  family's  personally  as  our  home  sits  less  than  a  Quarter  mile  from  current  and 
proposed  rail  tracks  (existing  rail  and  freeway  noise/vibration  Is  already  hard  to  miss); 

all  residents  and  animals  In  one  of  the  few  remaining  rural  areas  of  the  SC V  that  allows  horses 
and  other  ranch  animals,  of  which  there  are  many; 

chtldre  rand  tea  chers  of  two  e  lementa  ry  seh  o  o  Is  { over  1000  i  ndivrd  ua  Is); 

one  church  and  several  homes  wilt  be  eliminated  due  to  the  path  of  the  high  speed  rail; 

natural  habitats  of  the  snakes,  owls,  bats,  frogs,  fox,  ferrets,  raccoons,  bobcats,  coyote, 
squirrels,  mountain  lions,  woodpeckers,  hawks,  and  other  birds,  that  call  the  areas  of  Sand 
Canyon  and  the  Santa  Clarita  River  "home" 

Mew  rail  construction  and  operation,  in  addition  to  existing  Metro  and  freight  trains,  will  add  mor 
disruptive  activity  along  the  Santa  Clarita  River,  negatively  affecting  its  fragile  eco-system,  including  its 
abundant  pla  nt  life.  And,  of  course,  something  going  through  at  125  to  220  miles  an  hour  can  jeopardize 
the  safety  of  animals  and  humans  \ 
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Passing  through  the  SCV  on  its  way  to  Palmdale  (in  a  tunnel  or  not),  the  HSR  will  be  built  parallel  to  the 
San  Andreas  Fault  alongside  Highway  14  and  existing  rail  tracks,  endangering  even  more  lives  than  are 
already  in  danger  along  the  faults  path. 

Another  issue  the  HSR  is  causing  for  homeowners,  as  well  as  my  family,  is  the  value  of  our  homes 
dropping  dramatically.  Due  to  the  HSR  already  having  a  negative  impact  on  homeowners  and  their  plans 
to  eventually  sell  their  homes,  people  now  have  to  rethink/rework  their  plans  for  the  future. 

My  family,  as  well  as  others,  moved  to  SCV  because  of  its  natural  beauty  and  open  spaces.  For  those  of 
os  who  live  in  Sand  Canyon,  we  know  that  the  peacefulness  we  tove  so  much  about  the  area  will  be 
compromised,  assaulted  and  changed  forever  should  this  tine  go  through  here. 

PLEASE  choose  the  alternative  route. 


Sincerely, 
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Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  was  born  and  raised  in  Santa  Clarita  Valley.  Much  of  my  youth  was  spent 
living  in  the  Sand  Canyon  area  of  Santa  Clarita  and,  though  I  am  no  longer  a 
resident  of  Sand  Canyon,  my  parents  still  reside  there  in  my  childhood  home. 
Because  of  this,  I  strongly  oppose  the  planned  path  of  the  HSR  from  Burbank 
to  Palmdale.  As  a  former  resident  of  Sand  Canyon  and  as  a  person  who  still 
frequents  the  area  often,  I  have  seen  firsthand  the  love  and  dedication  the 
residents  of  Sand  Canyon  have  given  to  building  and  maintaining  homes  for 
their  families.  Often  times,  these  homes  are  created  from  a  lifetime  of 
hard  work.  Being  the  rural  area  that  Sand  Canyon  is,  the  properties  there 
are  filled  with  residents  who  specifically  searched  for  homes  with  qualities 
not  found  elsewhere  in  Santa  Clarita.  These  qualities  include  not  only  the 
large  homes  and  properties  made  possible  by  the  wide  open  spaces  of  Sand 
Canyon,  but  also  the  peace,  quiet,  and  nature  that  goes  along  with  such  a 
rural  area.  The  current  path  of  the  HSR  will  take  all  of  that  hard  work 
from  them  in  an  instant  and  it  will  destroy  one  of  the  few  quiet,  rural 
communities  left  in  Santa  Clarita,  and  of  course,  the  wildlife  that  goes 
with  it.  This  plan  will  destroy  homes  and  evict  residents  directly  in  the 
path  of  the  HSR.  It  will  change  the  current  living  area  for  the  remaining 
residents.  Most  of  all,  it  will  change  the  value  of  the  homes  and 
properties  these  residents  depend  on  for  their  futures.  Please  understand 
how  devastatingly  wrong  that  is. 


In  addition  to  destroying  and  devaluing  homes,  the  current  path  of  the  HSR 
will  also  run  in  close  proximity  to  two  elementary  schools.  The  sound  of 
the  HSR  running  its  course  every  10  to  12  minutes  alone  will  disrupt  the 
classroom  environment.  But  far  worse  is  the  danger  of  having  the  HSR 
tracks 

so  close  to  such  a  large  number  of  young  children.  Schools  that  were  once  a 
positive  quality  for  current  residents  and  future  residents  alike  will  now 
have  a  black  mark  on  their  record.  What  parent  wants  their  child's  learning 
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environment  interrupted  with  the  constant  noise  of  the  train  and  the  dangers 
it  brings? 


And  to  make  this  issue  even  harder  to  swallow,  Santa  Clarita  will  not 
benefit  from  the  HSR  in  any  way.  There  will  be  no  stop  in  the  Santa  Clarita 
Valley.  There  will  be  no  easy  way  for  residents  to  use  the  HSR.  How  can  we 
possibly  justify  expecting  residents  of  Sand  Canyon  to  so  drastically  change 
their  community  by  building  a  HSR  path  through  their  neighborhood, 
destroying  homes,  devaluing  others,  uprooting  treasured  wildlife,  when  the 
residents  of  Santa  Clarita  will  not  benefit  from  it  at  all? 


There  is,  of  course,  a  solution  to  all  of  this-a  solution  that  would  save 
the  homes  and  wildlife  of  Sand  Canyon  but  still  allow  a  direct  path  from 
Burbank  to  Palmdale.  The  Alternative  Corridor  that  has  been  proposed  would 
cause  less  damage  to  the  rural  environment  and  less  damage  to  the 
community 

of  homes  in  Sand  Canyon.  PLEASE  choose  the  alternative  route. 


Holland  Eggers 
26522  Bighorn  Way 
Valencia,  CA  91354 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 

Non-Environmental  Issues  : 
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:  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Timothy  E.  Ekeberg 
228  Hermes  St 
Simi  Valley,  Ca  93065 
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leon@pacifictitlearchives.com 
Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Dear  Sirs 


I  understand  that  a  route  for  a  high  speed  rail  line  is  being 
considered  that  would  pass  through  our  area  (Shadow  Hills  -  Tujunga  Wash) 
and  I  would  just  like  to  register  my  opposition  to  this.  It  is  bad  enough 
that  the  210  freeway  has  ruined  the  peace  and  quiet  that  our  neighborhood 
used  to  be  known  for.  But  more  years  of  construction  and  noise  for  a  project 
that  will  not  benefit  our  community  in  any  way?  We  have  a  nice  neighborhood 
that  is  under  constant  threat  from  every  angle,  developers,  politicians  who 
want  to  condemn  areas  to  give  them  to  someone  who  will  contribute  more  to 
their  campaign  and  elected  officials  who  want  to  rezone  us  for  apartments. 
We  even  had  our  council  district  taken  away  by  the  LA  city  council  after  our 
councilman  died.  I  and  many  others  still  remember  the  councilman  who  took 
credit  for  that  and  it  has  been  my  pleasure  to  vote  against  that  b*****d 
every  chance  I  got  (he  is  out  of  politics  now).  I  will  be  watching  this 
project  and  hope  the  correct  decision  is  made. 


Leon  Ellersieck 


This  email  is  free  from  viruses  and  malware  because  avast!  Antivirus 
protection  is  active. 
http://www.avast.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Wti  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angela  CA  90012 


Mart  A.  Mcloughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
7t)0  Nortii  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #217  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/20/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Peggie 

Last  Name  : 

Eustace 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

34420  Peaceful  Valley  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

mcenaneygolfl  @yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Subject  line:High-Speed  Rail: 

Don’t  do  it  if  you  can’t  do  it  right 


Dear  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 

I 

am  writing  to  express  my  strong  opposition  to  California’s  $98.5  billion  High 
Speed  Rail  (HSR) 

project.  In  good  faith,  many  of  us  voted  for  Proposition  1A  in  2008  because 
we 

believed  in  the  possibilities  that  it  offered.  Increasingly,  I  see  this  was  a 
mistake. 

As 

you  know,  there  has  been  significant  criticism  from  the  State  Auditor,  the 
Legislative  Analyst’s  office  and  the  Authority’s  own  Peer  Review  Group  (all 
non-partisan). 

They  all  agree  that  this  project  is  not  being  planned  or  managed  correctly, 
and 

there  are  major  flaws  in  key  areas,  including: 

*  Financing  -  Only  a  fraction  of  funding  is  in  place,  yet  construction  must 
begin  in  2012  in  order  to  receive  federal  stimulus  funding.  My  greatest  fear  is 
that  our  communities  will  be  permanently  scarred,  and  homes  and 
businesses  destroyed,  yet  the  project  will  never  be  completed  due  to  lack  of 
funding. 

*  Cost  to  taxpayers-  I  am  unaware  of  a  major  infrastructure  project  that  has 
come  in  on  budget.  The  current  $98.5  billion  estimate  relies  heavily  on  1) 
federal  funding  that  is  unrealistic  in  the  current  political  and  economic  climate, 
and  2)  private  investors,  none  of  whom  have  stepped  forward  since  the 
project  was  approved.  State  taxpayers  may  be  forced  to  take  on  a  mountain 
of  debt  that  will  drain  financial  resources  that  otherwise  could  be  used  for 
priorities  such  as  education,  social  services,  and  other  transportation 
projects. 

*  Ridership  -  This  is  one  of  the  most  important  factors  in  determining  the 
financial  success  of  this  project  and  revised,  shrinking  ridership  figures 
continue  to  spark  controversy  from  non-partisan  experts.  If  the  numbers  are 
wrong,  we  may  overbuild  a  system  that  will  be  a  financial  burden  on 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-467 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1200  (Peggie  Eustace,  August  20,  2014)  -  Continued 


taxpayers  for  generations. 

*  Destruction  of  our  communities  and  farmland  -  The  Central  Valley  segment, 
due  to  start  construction  in  2012,  will  divide  family  farms,  disrupt  irrigation 
systems,  destroy  homes  and  businesses  and  negatively  impact  the  quality  of 
life  in  cities  and  towns.  Much  the  same  can  be  expected  to  happen  in  the  Bay 
Area  and  southern  California,  where  some  of  the  state’s  most  environmentally 
friendly  cities  can  be  found.  These  are  communities  where  walking,  biking 
and  enjoying  the  great  outdoors  are  a  way  of  life.  Why  would  we  choose  to 
lower  property  values  by  constructing  a  train  system  that  would  create 
intolerable  noise  pollution  and  divide  cities  that  have  downtowns  other 
communities  around  the  country  hope  to  model? 

*  Jobs  -  While  I  have  heard  this  project  is  expected  to  generate  jobs,  the 
Authority  conceded  the  number  is  much  less  than  1  million  it  once  claimed. 
There  has  also  been  little  discussion  about  the  jobs  we  will  lose  if  the  state 
has  to  finance  this  program  for  the  foreseeable  future.  Furthermore,  how 
many  jobs  will  be  lost  as  a  result  of  businesses  that  will  be  destroyed  due  to 
the  current  proposed  route? 

*  My  Home-  One  of  the  proposed  routes  goes  directly  across  my  property. 
Even  if  it  was  14  a  mile  away  it  would  still  be  noise,  vibration  and  complete 
destruction  of  this  quiet  rural  lifestyle  I  have  come  to  love.  The  one  thing  this 
state  has  not  learned  how  to  do  is  tax  or  fee  us  on  is  quiet  solitude,  yet  you 
have  found  a  way  to  destroy  it.  I  currently  pay  about  $2500.00  a  month 
house  payment.  I  have  very  good  credit  and  have  my  entire  life.  Why  would  I 
continue  to  pay  my  mortgage  when  your  plan  completely  devalues  my  home 
and  land  making  it  completely  worthless?  You  are  ruining  people’s  lives  with 
this  grandiose  ill  funded  plan.  I  only  hope  you  live  long  enough  to  have  your 
life’s  work  destroyed  as  you  have  done  to  so  many  people  if  you  should 
continue  with  this  plan.  When  I  look  at  the  maps  on  the  government  website, 
none  of  them  have  the  detail  that  would  show  how  many  families  and  homes 
would  be  destroyed.  Your  maps  are 

vague  and  non  threatening  in  appearance  only.  How  can  sound  pollution  be 
quantified  at  all  hours  of  the  night  and  day?  How  can  you  decide  it  is  ok  to 
wreck  these  people's  lives  but  not  those? 

Those 

of  us  who  live  in  communities  that  would  be  ruined  by  this  project  have  been 
cast  aside  and  often  dismissed  by  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  in  an 
attempt 

to  turn  public  opinion  against  us  and  our  concerns.  Yet  our  numbers  continue 
to 

grow  as  more  and  more  Californians  see  the  financial  folly  and  environmental 
cost  of  continuing  with  this  boondoggle. 


urge  you  to  please  listen  to  our  concerns  and  make  sure  that  if  California 
cannot  do 

High  Speed  Rail  right,  don’t  do  it  all. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Peggie  Eustace 

Address:  34420  Peaceful  Valley  Road  Acton,  CA  93510 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  CAHSR  Project 
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High  Speed  Rail 

Nancy  Evans  nancy® redrowan.com 
August  28,  2014 

M  ark  A.  M  cLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
ATTN:  PALM  DALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 

Dear  Mr.  M  cLoughlin, 

CC:  Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes,  Supervisor  M  ike  Antonovich,  Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky,  M  ayor 
Garcetti,  Assemblyman  Bocanegra,  Congressman  Schiff. 

The  case  in  point  isthe  High-Speed  Rail.  This  isn't  new  technology;  it  was  developed  in  Japan  in  1964. 
That  was  50  years  ago.  In  the  interim  it  has  spread  throughout  Asia,  Europe,  and  some  third  world 
countries.  You  say  there  is  adequate  planning,  but  there  is  something  going  on  in  our  back  yard  that  is 
not  being  considered  in  the  planning;  and  it  is  of  vital  importance  to  the  High-Speed  Rail  and  the 
planning  effort  going  on  right  now. 

J  ust  east  of  Lancaster,  very  important  things  have  been  happening.  M  any  are  out  of  the  R&D  phase  and 
into  execution.  There  are  at  least  four  individual  efforts  being  conducted  to  support  civilian,  private 
sector,  spaceflight.  (I  can  provide  a  lot  more  information  here,  but  not  in  4  days.)  These  will  eventually 
utilize  and  encompass  the  Edwards  Space  Flight  facility  and  expand  into  the  vast  desert  lands  that 
surround  it.  As  this  materializes,  jobs,  homes,  services,  support  centers  will  spring  up  and  require 
transportation  of  all  descriptions. 

In  any  other  reasonable  planning  scenario,  Los  Angeles  would  be  looking  to  move  all  but  commuter 
functions  of  LAX  and  Ontario  airports  into  a  transportation  corridor  where  they  could  grow  comfortably. 
Perhaps  the  function  of  Union  Station  would  move  there  too,  collecting  the  many  pieces  of  non¬ 
functional  ground  transportation  under  one  planning  effort.  This  could  integrate  all  elements  of  ground 
and  air  transportation  into  a  network  that  speaks  directly  to  the  needs  of  our  City  our,  State,  and  our 
Country.  It  will  form  the  core  of  a  transportation  corridor  that  is  impossible  in  any  other  State  in  the 
Union. 

This  is  not  5  year  plan,  nor  a  ten  year  plan.  This  might  be  a  50  year  plan  based  upon  what  we  can  do  now 
and  how  elements  of  that  plan  can  be  expanded  to  meet  growth  in  population  and  technology  that  we 
cannot  even  imagine  now.  Although  we  would  be  building  to  an  overall  plan,  with  schedules  and 
budgets,  a  planning  commission  would  continually  address  how  to  integrate  growth  into  the  plan  before 
the  system  is  already  constructed,  outmoded  and  not  useful.  Our  freeways  and  schools  are  miserable 
examples  of  great  ideas  that  died  from  construction  without  an  integrated,  continuous,  planning  and 
funding  effort. 

Basically  I  see  this  as  a  high  speed  rail  extending  from  Sacramento  (maybe  Canada)  to  San  Diego  (maybe 
M  exico)  with  three  intersecting  hubs:  Sacramento,  Los  Angeles,  and  San  Diego.  This  is  not  a  commuter 
train.  It  has  been  found  that  trips  under  430  miles  are  not  economical  uses  of  high-speed  rail,  and  that 
these  short  hops  are  better  served  by  air  transportation.  Highly  efficient  light-rail  will  connect  cities  to 
the  corridor.  I  see  connections  from  the  Los  Angeles  hub  running  from  M  ojave  to  Long  Beach  and 
branching  out  to  serve  all  major  cities  of  the  greater  Los  Angeles  Area.  I  see  similar  networks  of  light  rail 
out  of  Sacramento  and  San  Diego.  M  uch  of  this  already  exists,  but  it  does  not  work  well  because  it  was 
not  planned  as  an  integrated  system.  Let  us  avoid  breeching  our  mountains  and  a  major  dam,  destroying 
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High  Speed  Rail 

Nancy  Evans  nancy®  redrowan.com 
August  28,  2014 

our  waterways,  disrupting  earthquake  faults  that  appear  at  least  for  now  to  be  stable,  and  destroying 
valuable  green  space  and  recreation  areas.  We  have  a  huge  opportunity  to  do  better. 

The  Shinkanson,  Japan's  bullet  train,  has  been  in  operation  for  50  years,  expanding  now  to  almost  1500 
miles.  The  train  runs  on  an  above  grade  bed  through  tunnels  or  over  viaducts  to  eliminate  all  grade  level 
intersections  with  automobile  or  other  rail  traffic  affording  safety.  It  is  enclosed  and  guarded  to  prevent 
vandalism  and  contact  with  the  hot  rail.  Curves  are  controlled  on  the  x,  y,  and  z  axes.  Trains  run  180  to 
200  mph  every  30  minutes  from  6  am  to  midnight.  M  aintenance  is  conducted  during  downtime.  It  runs 
on  electricity  supplied  by  an  overhead  power  line,  powering  the  train  through  Hot  Rail  Technology.  They 
do  not  discuss  electromagnetic  radiation  pollution,  but  it  must  be  significant.  They  don't  discuss  two 
way  traffic,  but  they  don't  appear  to  have  two  tracks  either.  They  discuss  their  signal  system  and  do  not 
mention  collisions  which  would  be  their  only  hazard.  There  is  noise  pollution  of  70  db.  at  low  speeds, 
figures  are  not  given  for  high  speed  operation.  There  is  no  way  this  train  can  run  economically  from  say 
Santa  Clarita  to  Union  Station;  and  with  all  of  the  hazard  potentials,  there  is  no  reason  why  it  should. 
The  time  it  will  take  to  do  this  will  be  much  slower  than  those  expected  of  a  high  speed  rail  especially  if 
it  is  stopping  at  each  city  along  the  way.  This  is  not  the  function  of  a  High  Speed  Rail. 

Furthermore  there  is  no  way  I  want  this  near  my  neighborhood. 

Let's  look  a  little  further  into  the  future  so  that  we  don't  make  another  series  of  costly  mistakes.  We 
could  do  something  really  remarkable  and  not  waste  too  much  of  the  planning  done  so  far.  Let's  keep 
the  high  speed  rail  out  in  the  desert  and  bring  the  connections  to  it.  We  do  not  need  it  west  of  the 
mountains.  In  the  long  run  creating  a  border  to  border  transportation  corridor  will  be  less  expensive, 
provide  more  jobs,  afford  huge  growth  potential,  and  maybe  even  solve  a  lot  of  our  local  transportation 
problems.  And  the  idea  is  as  unique  as  California  is  unique.  No  one  else  can  do  this. 

Most  sincerely, 

Nancy  Evans,  nancy(g> redrowan.com 
10180  Stonehurst  Ave. 

Shadow  Hills 
Sun  Valley,  CA  91352 
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Fahnestock  Ranch 
Michael  and  Neiman  Fahnestock 
4151  Pelona  Canyon  Road 
Acton,  CA  93510 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  North  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

RE:  Public  Scoping  Comments 

Dear  Mark, 

My  wife,  Neiman  and  I  our  writing  this  letter  to  you  in  great  dissatisfaction  and  concern 
based  on  the  latest  information  we  have  received  regarding  your  organization  planning  a 
proposed  high  speed  train  route  that  will  cut  directly  through  our  neighborhood  and  other 
routes  that  intersect  or  cut  through  the  middle  of  the  historic  town  of  Acton.  We  have 
recently  moved  here  to  the  Red  Rover  Mine  Canyon  area  of  Acton  only  a  few  years  back 
to  get  away  from  the  noise  and  pollution  of  the  city.  We  were  looking  for  a  peaceful, 
quiet,  and  relaxing  environment  in  which  to  live  and  raise  animals  on  a  small  ranch.  We 
have  thrived  in  this  environment,  over  the  years  we  have  grown  our  ranch  to  include  what 
I  am  most  proud  of,  rescuing  training  and  rehabilitating  unwanted  horses  and  other  small 
animals  and  re-homing  them  to  forever  loving  homes.  To  aid  in  some  of  the  expenses  we 
lease  part  of  our  facilities  out  to  clients  looking  for  a  place  to  board  their  horses  or  other 
animals  in  this  same  serene  environment.  We  also  offer  some  riding  lessons,  trail  riding, 
and  animal  breeding  services  on  an  occasional  basis.  As  a  matter  of  fact  as  I  write  this 
we  are  proud  to  say  we  are  in  the  process  of  incorporating  our  ranch  and  getting  tax 
exempt  status  as  a  charity  organization  which  will  enable  us  to  help  many  more  starving 
and  abused  animals. 

For  you  to  fully  grasp  the  impact  of  what  you  are  considering  doing  to  this  historic  town 
of  Acton,  its  residents,  and  the  numerous  animals  that  rely  on  us,  I  feel,  I  must  start  at  the 
beginning. 

Neiman  and  I  took  a  gamble  and  purchased  this  5  acre  land  parcel  towards  the  back  of 
Red  Rover  Canyon  in  2003.  When  I  say  “gamble”  I  do  not  mean  that  we  did  not  do  our 
homework,  we  researched  the  town,  the  people,  the  history,  and  the  laws  in  place  to  keep 
the  town  as  it  was  then  and  still  is  today,  a  rural,  quiet,  scenic,  with  mountain  vista  views, 
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and  clean  air.  This  was  the  place  we  were  looking  for,  where  we  could  live  and  feel  like 
we’re  on  vacation  every  day,  our  dream  spot.  This  land  had  no  sewer,  no  water,  and 
electric  had  to  be  run  in  from  a  few  hundred  feet  away.  We  would  have  to  build  our 
house  and  all  other  structures  and  amenities  from  the  raw  dirt  up.  This  was  the  gamble,  it 
was  proposing  itself  as  a  huge  challenge  to  us,  could  we  do  it?  This  lifestyle  was  worth 
the  gamble  so  we  decided  to  go  for  it. 

With  our  jobs  being  in  Los  Angeles  we  spent  numerous  hours  and  expense  driving  back 
and  forth  every  day,  (we  still  have  our  jobs  in  Los  Angeles  area  but  we  have  significantly 
cut  back  on  the  hours  we  work  down  there  and  Neiman  and  I  now  spend  most  of  our  time 
working  from  home  and  with  the  animals  here  at  the  ranch).  I  was  acting  as  the  lead 
contractor  and  for  the  next  two  years  we  jumped  through  all  the  hurdles  and  paperwork 
with  LA  County,  Building  and  Safety,  Environmental  Health,  and  numerous  other 
agencies  to  abide  by  every  rule,  amazingly  we  finally  completed  construction.  We  were 
now  the  proud  owners  of  an  environmentally  friendly  computerized  septic  system,  clean 
and  consistent  water  from  a  producing  well,  Fire  resistive  outside  exterior  home,  Fire 
resistive  landscaping  with  sprinkler  system,  Fire  Hydrant  attached  to  1000’s  of  gallons  of 
stored  water,  Energy  Efficient  home  features  and  much  more.  Yes  we  had  worked  hard 
doing  much  of  the  work  ourselves  and  spent  everything  we  had,  but  we  had  completed  it, 
this  was  our  life  goal  and  it  was  worth  it!  Over  the  next  few  years  we  continued  daily 
commutes  to  Los  Angeles  working  extremely  long  hours  and  as  funds  would  allow  we 
slowly  built  the  fences,  corrals,  bams,  and  are  still  improving  the  property.  Our  peace  of 
paradise  here  in  Acton  is  our  motivation. 

We  started  out  small  with  a  few  goats  and  continued  to  grow.  We  started  spending  more 
time  doing  what  we  love  here  on  the  ranch  and  less  time  traveling  to  Los  Angeles  until 
eventually  Neiman  was  able  to  almost  completely  do  her  job  from  home.  Isn’t  it  funny 
how  you  can  do  everything  better  when  you  are  in  an  environment  you  really  enjoy,  this 
is  one  thing  I  have  realized  while  living  here  in  Acton.  We  have  come  to  love  the  things 
about  this  mral  historic  town  much  more  than  we  had  ever  imagined:  the  quiet,  slow 
lifestyle,  deep  in  western  tradition,  the  clean  fresh  air,  the  darkness  at  night  that  allows 
every  star  to  pop  out  of  the  sky,  the  miles  and  miles  of  beautiful,  scenic  mountain  views 
directly  from  our  property  and  from  the  seats  of  our  saddles  on  the  horses  that  so 
desperately  need  the  attention  and  love  from  humans  as  we  ride  the  endless  trails,  all  of 
which  interconnect  seamlessly  together  leading  up  and  continuing  onto  the  famous 
Pacific  Crest  Trail. 

All  of  this  we  have  come  to  adore  now  seems  to  be  threatened  suddenly.  Towns 
dedicated  to  staying  rural  such  as  Acton  are  very  few  in  Los  Angeles  County  and  in  this 
day  in  age  should  in  no  way  be  forced  into  urbanization  or  be  destroyed  intentionally. 

Due  to  its  people,  culture,  nature,  and  history,  Acton  has  resisted  sweeping  growth  for 
hundreds  of  years  and  must  be  preserved  as  the  historical  town  it  has  remained.  I’m  sure 
you  have  been  inundated  with  numerous  stories  on  how  a  high  speed  train  through  this 
historical  town  as  proposed  will  be  extremely  devastating  so  I  do  not  need  to  go  down 
this  path.  As  you  may  know,  Acton  was  close  at  one  time  to  being  the  Sacramento  of 
today  but  was  able  to  resist  Governor  Henry  Gage’s  plans  to  move  the  capital  from 
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Sacramento  to  Acton.  The  Governor  had  owned  and  made  millions  of  dollars  out  of  the 
New  York  Mine,  now  known  as  the  Governor  Mine,  named  after  him,  and  the  Red  Rover 
Mine.  Between  these  two  mines  alone  accounted  for  3/4  of  all  the  gold  produced  in  all  of 
Los  Angeles  County.  These  are  only  two  of  the  numerous  historical  landmarks  in  Acton. 
All  of  this  money  generated  out  of  only  two  of  Acton’s  mines  was  largely  spent  in 
Sacramento  on  politics  and  in  other  places  which  helped  keep  Acton  rural.  It  is  only  fair 
that  Sacramento  spend  a  little  additional  money  if  necessary  to  avoid  this  high  speed  train 
from  splitting  this  historic  town.  This  is  a  town  that  has  given  in  huge  quantities  and 
received  little  in  return,  asking  for  nothing  more  than  to  be  left  alone.  Anyone  sitting  in 
Sacramento  knowing  todays  sophisticated  technologies  and  advancements  should  be 
ashamed  of  even  suggesting  destroying  this  town  by  sending  a  high  speed  train  directly 
through  it,  when  this  town  has  resisted  and  will  continue  to  resist  these  urban 
developments.  This  is  a  town  that  has  remained  in  its  western  roots  since  the  beginning, 
we  ride  our  horses  to  the  local  shops,  every  business  has  horse  tie  ups,  all  of  what  Acton 
has  stood  for  over  the  past  100s  of  years  does  not  now  deserve  to  be  threatened. 

As  recent  Acton  residents  we  assumed  that  this  small  town  has  already  seen  its  worst 
development  resistive  challenges  and  with  all  the  current  legislation  and  organizations  in 
place  to  protect  these  historical  locations,  nothing  is  farther  from  the  fact  that  Acton  will 
remain  in  its  rural  protected  state  forever.  This  train  has  no  right  to  change  the  100’s  of 
years  of  quiet,  scenic,  beauty,  western  way  of  life  for  people  that  are  looking  for  this  type 
of  environment.  When  building  our  home  we  had  to  get  approvals  from  various 
organizations  on  various  stages  of  the  construction.  On  adding  a  mother-in-laws  quarters 
with  a  second  small  kitchen  we  would  need  approval  from  the  Acton  Town  Council  as 
this  would  create  excessive  modernization  in  our  home,  these  are  the  rules  that  we  follow 
and  expect  everyone  to  follow  which  keeps  Acton  in  its  current  rural  historic  state. 

I’m  sure  you  can  understand  our  deepest  questions  and  concerns  that  come  to  mind  when 
confronted  with  this  idea  of  a  high  speed  modem  train  cutting  through  our  small  quiet 
town  of  Acton  at  speeds  up  to  200  mph.  At  first  thought  seems  ludicrous,  but  know  I 
found  out  that  this  is  serious.  Has  everything  we  have  worked  for  here  for  so  long  been 
for  nothing?  Such  a  fast  train  speeding  by  up  to  5  or  6  times  per  hour  would  produce  a 
noise  level  that  would  be  farther  enhanced  by  bouncing  and  echoing  off  all  3  walls  of  Red 
Rover  Canyon,  one  of  which  is  directly  behind  us.  This  noise  will  be  too  much  to  bear 
for  our  horses  and  animals  that  are  already  fearful  and  scared  from  being  in  abusive  and 
neglected  situations.  Can  this  noise  be  contained  so  our  sensitive  animals  can  have  the 
peaceful,  quiet,  stress  free  environment  they  deserve?  Will  our  animal  boarding  clients 
want  to  continue  keeping  their  animals  with  us  or  will  they  get  fearful  of  the  noisy 
environment,  lack  of  trails  or  access  to  trails,  or  concern  for  their  safety  and  the  safety  of 
their  animal  while  out  on  trails  with  sudden  bursts  of  noise  and  vibrations  as  a  train 
passes  through,  this  would  be  enough  to  spook  any  animal?  Will  our  scenic  mountain 
views  be  blighted  by  the  sight  of  an  elevated  train  stmcture?  We  have  heard  that  during 
constmction,  the  blasting  to  tunnel  through  the  canyon  could  create  severe  vibrations  and 
earth  movement  that  could  collapse  water  wells  or  do  other  damage;  will  our  well  water 
continue  to  produce  plenty  of  clean  fresh  water  for  all  our  needs  and  the  needs  of  the 
animals?  Will  our  animals  get  spooked  by  the  vibrations?  Will  the  clear  night  sky  still  be 
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visible  through  any  lighting  that  may  be  installed  along  the  train  route?  If  there  were  a 
major  earthquake  or  other  natural  disaster,  how  would  we  escape  if  the  elevated  train 
structure  collapsed  onto  Red  Rover  Mine  Rd.  blocking  the  only  access  and  exit  for  all  us 
residences  and  animals  in  Red  Rover  Canyon?  How  many  horse  riding  trails  will  be 
destroyed?  Will  we  need  to  cross  the  tracks  of  a  high  speed  train  to  access  certain 
portions  of  our  trail  riding  system?  As  a  professional  photographer  I  wonder  how  will 
my  photographic  backdrops  change?  Will  they  still  be  as  scenic  as  they  are  today?  I  fear 
all  of  my  serious  questions  and  concerns  do  not  have  positive  answers. 

I  would  like  to  think  that  this  is  all  a  joke  or  some  sort  of  prank  played  on  the  small  little 
town  of  Acton,  that  no  one  in  their  right  mind  would  consider  running  a  high  speed  train 
directly  through  the  middle  of  such  a  historical,  polite,  honest,  town  when  there  are 
plenty  of  other  options.  There  is  plenty  of  forest  land  surrounding  Acton  to  run  a  train, 
yes,  here  too  would  harm  the  environment,  and  the  animals,  but  by  running  the  train 
through  this  town  of  Acton  you  are  harming  not  only  the  environment,  but  the  people, 
their  lively  hoods,  the  historical  qualities  and  rural  way  of  life,  and  the  numerous  animals 
that  depend  on  these  people  for  survival.  Why  displace  thousands  of  people  and  their 
animals  that  will  go  off  farther  into  the  hills  and  forests  and  try  to  build  another  rural 
community  neighborhood  environment  for  themselves  and  do  more  damage  to  the 
environment  than  any  train  tracks  through  the  forest  could,  by  going  through  a  city  like 
Acton  you  are  affecting  many  more  lives.  Anyone  involved  in  this  decision  making 
process  needs  to  spend  a  few  weeks  living  in  Acton  to  understand  the  impacts  a  high 
speed  train  would  have.  I  open  my  doors  and  beg  of  you  to  please  spend  at  least  a  few 
days  at  our  ranch  to  experience  this  outdoors,  western  lifestyle  for  yourself  before 
committing  to  any  more  thought  of  a  high  speed  train  devastating  this  community. 

Unfortunately  very  few  people  in  their  lifetime  will  ever  get  to  experience  this  lifestyle 
we  live  every  day.  We  politely  insist  that  you  please  not  take  it  away! 

With  Great  Concern, 


Michael  and  Neiman  Fahnestock 
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Please  note,  as  a  Resident  of  20  years  in  Canyon  Country  in  the  City  of 
Santa  Clarita,  I  am  writing  regarding  the  alignments  that  are  currently  being 
considered  for  the  High  Speed  Rail: 

The  proposed  alignment,  DIRECT  FROM  BURBANK  TO  PALMDALE, 
BYPASSING  THE  SANTA  CLARITA  VALLEY  ALL  TOGETHER,  would  be  the 
only  one  that  would  ease  the  potential  hazardous  environmental  Impact  that 
above  ground  alignment  would  create  in  addition  to  the  NEGATIVE  impact  on 
our  Schools  and  Children's  well  being. 

I  OPPOSE  the  ABOVE  GROUND  ALIGNMENT  and  the  TUNNEL 
EXTENSION  ALIGNMENT  based  upon  the  following :-*Too  close  to  schools, 
endangering  the  children  and  having  a  negative  impact  on  the  learning  in  the 
classrooms. ‘Eliminates  housing,  a  Community  Church  and  has  a  negative 
impact  on  our  neighborhoods. *The  Noise  and  Visual  Impact  on  our 
communities,  throught  the  East  end  of  Santa  Clarita,  would  be  devasting!!*A 
Negative  impact  on  our  property  values,  which  we  have  all  worked  so  hard  for 
and  which  would  be  especially  devasting  to  those  of  us  who  are  now  in  our 
retirement  years. Your  consideration  to  foregoing  comments  is  appreciated. 
Sincerely, 

Freda  Falk-Santoro 
Cell:  818-388-8461 
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Name:  Kathleen  Fandino 
Date  8/25/14 

Meeting  location:  Acton/ Agua  Dulce  Library 
Affiliation:  Resident  of  Acton  area 

Address:  31255  Aliso  Canyon  Road,  Palmdale,  Ca  93550  email: 
Tranquilo@hughes.net 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?"  (Check  ill  thai 
apply) 
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<http://lcg.il>  lcg.il  notices. 
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PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE 
CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD 

LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT 
LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL 

DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

EIR/EIS  should  address  Wildlife  Connectivity  in  Angeles  Forest  proposed 
route. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  site  specific  impacts  and  allow  for  maintenance  of 
wildlife  movement  through  the  landscape  and  surrounding  habitat  reserves 
and 

other  natural  areas. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  threatened,  endangered,  proposed  candidate  and 
sensitive 

species  in  HSR  routes. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  fire  risk  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  surrounding 
communities  associated  with  construction,  use  and  maintenance  of  HSR. 
Residents  must  have  more  than  one  escape  route  in  case  of  wildfire. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  Clean  Air  Act  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  effects  of 
HSR  on  Angeles  Forest  vegetation,  the  long-term,  cumulative  and  indirect 
effects  to  air  quality. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  to  consider  visual  impact  for  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Angeles 

Forest  residents  who  have  scenic  views  from  their  homes  and  travel 
corridors.  Also  study  noise  and  vibration  impact  for  all  residents. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  noise  and  startle  effects  on  Angeles  Forest  wildlife, 
particularly  riparian  birds,  and  the  noise  effect  on  wildlife  movement  and 
connectivity.  Proposed  routes  travel  through  mountainous  terrain,  valleys 
and  canyons.  This  terrain  must  be  taken  into  consideration  as  noise  bounces 
off  canyon  walls  and  travels  throughout  the  area. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  waters  and  wells  of  homes  and  water 
delivery  businesses  surrounding  proposed  routes  sites. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  how  the  Angeles  Forest  Alternative  will  be  consistent 
with  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Santa  Clara  River  Upper  Watershed 
Protection  Plan. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  the  impact  on  the  Pacific  Coast  Trail  and  consider 
passage  corridor  designs  and  mitigations  that  respond  to  the  impacts. 

EIR/EIS  should  identify  where  proposed  stations,  parking  lots  and  additional 
required  infrastructure  will  be  located  and  the  impacts  from  station 
development. 


WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL 

ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO 

ADDRESS? 


Angeles  National  Forest  has  many  Native  American  sites  of  historical 
importance.  There  is  an  active  archeological  excavation  that  is  on  the 
property  surrounding  Aliso  Creek  in  Arrastre  Canyon  in  Acton  within  the 
newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  Route.  Please  consult  with  Dr.  Joseph  S. 
(Noble)  Eisenlauer  -  Professor  of  Archaeology  at  Pierce  College,  6201 
Winnetka  Ave.  Woodland  Hills,  California  91371  Phone:  818-710-4100. 


U,&.  Ortfi.in  TnV'it 
Clf  ThKttpprtJIt^iil 

F«d«ri1  Rniirend 
AdrmnuwttwPi 


PAGE  F.6-479 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1205  (Kat  Fandino,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


Soledad  Canyon  and  Aliso  Canyon  in  Acton  contain  many  historical  sites. 
Please  consult  with  the  Acton  Historical  Society.  HSR  development  in  these 
areas  should  analyze  impacts  from  large  amounts  of  ground  disturbance  in 
heritage  ?rich  areas. 


Tunnel  boring  equipment  used  for  HSR  through  Agua  Dulce,  Acton  and  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  could  disrupt  the  flow  of  water  to  residents?  wells 
nearby  and  miles  away  from  HSR  lines  because  of  the  unique  geology  of  the 
area.  During  this  time  of  record  drought,  well  failure  adds  economic 
hardship  to  residents  who  must  then  buy  water  to  survive  and  dry  wells 
devalue  their  property.  Several  water  delivery  businesses  like  Lunde  Water 
in  Acton  depend  on  a  well  to  stay  in  business.  How  will  HSR  compensate 
water 

delivery  companies  if  they  are  forced  out  of  business?  Susan  MacAdams,  the 
former  High  Speed  Rail  Planning  Manager  at  Metro,  said  the  tunneling 
proposal  would  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the  surface  route  and  that  tunneling 
would  be  problematic  because  large,  boring  equipment  must  clear  a  path 
beneath  the  5  Freeway  and  major  flood  control  channels.  ?Like  all  other 
ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los  Angeles  County,  there  is  a  mixed  face  of 
debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand  and  occasional  deposits  of  tar  and  oil. 

Not  good  for  tunnel  boring  machines.  Not  recommended,?  MacAdams  wrote 
in  a 

letter  to  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration. 


The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  intended  to  preserve  the  unique  wild  and  scenic  areas  of  America's 
public  lands.  The  Act  defined  "Wilderness"  as  -  "an  area  where  the  earth  and 
its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a  visitor 
who  does  not  remain."  HSR  through  Angeles  National  Forest  flies  in  the  face 
of  the  Wilderness  Act. 


I  would  also  ask  that  HSR  work  closely  with  hydrologists  and  geologists  not 
tied  economically  to  the  project  to  ensure  fair  assessments.  Acton  and  Agua 
Dulce  have  all  types  of  producing  and  non-producing  wells  due  to  serpentine 
rock.  Many  earthquake  fault  lines  run  through  all  three  proposed  routes.  The 
San  Andreas  Fault,  San  Gabriel  Fault  and  the  Transmission  Line  Fault,  just 
to  name  three,  run  through  the  proposed  Angeles  Forest  route. 


ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 

By  the  time  HSR  is  funded  and  constructed,  it  will  be  an  archaic  mode  of 
transportation.  I?m  bewildered  why  California  was  chosen  to  be  the  first 
state  to  build  a  HSR  system.  The  state  is  geologically  challenged,  plagued 
with  drought,  fires  and  has  no  money.  I  think  when  naive  California  people 
voted  for  HSR  years  ago,  it  was  with  the  Disneyland  monorail  in  mind  ?  a 
train  that  would  glide  silent  and  beautiful  down  the  center  of  existing 
freeways  and  highways  with  no  devastating  effects  on  people  and  their 
homes, 

wildlife  and  the  environment.  If  High  Speed  Rail  goes  through  the 
communities  of  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce,  it  will  ruin  our  rural  lifestyle, 
schools  and  property  values.  If  it  goes  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest, 
it  will  devastate  it.  Angeles  National  Forest  will  suffer  greatly  from  the 
untold  and  numerous  negative  effects  of  High  Speed  Rail  whether  built  above 
or  below  ground.  California  High  Speed  Rail  is  not  right  for  our  state.  Take 
it  to  the  east  coast  and  build  from  New  York  City  to  Washington  D.C.  That 
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makes  more  sense. 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Carlos 

Last  Name  : 

Fandino 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

31255  Aliso  Cyn  Rd. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Palmdale 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93550 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

carlos.fandino@gavina.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE 

CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE 
PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

[] 

EIR/EIS  should  address  Wildlife  Connectivity  in  Angeles  Forest  proposed 
route. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  site  specific  impacts  and  allow  for  maintenance  of  wildlife 
movement  through  the  landscape  and  surrounding  habitat  reserves  and  other 
natural  areas. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  threatened,  endangered,  proposed  candidate  and 
sensitive  species  in  HSR  routes. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  fire  risk  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  surrounding 
communities  associated  with  construction,  use  and  maintenance  of  HSR. 
Residents  must  have  more  than  one  escape  route  in  case  of  wildfire. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  Clean  Air  Act  in  Angeles  National  Forest  and  effects  of 
HSR  on  Angeles  Forest  vegetation,  the  long-term,  cumulative  and  indirect 
effects  to  air  quality. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  to  consider  visual  impact  for  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  and 
Angeles  Forest  residents  who  have  scenic  views  from  their  homes  and  travel 
corridors.  Also  study  noise  and  vibration  impact  for  all  residents. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  noise  and  startle  effects  on  Angeles  Forest  wildlife, 
particularly  riparian  birds,  and  the  noise  effect  on  wildlife  movement  and 
connectivity.  Proposed  routes  travel  through  mountainous  terrain,  valleys  and 
canyons.  This  terrain  must  be  taken  into  consideration  as  noise  bounces  off 
canyon  walls  and  travels  throughout  the  area. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  potential  impact  on  waters  and  wells  of  homes  and  water 
delivery  businesses  surrounding  proposed  routes  sites. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  how  the  Angeles  Forest  Alternative  will  be  consistent  with 
the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Santa  Clara  River  Upper  Watershed 
Protection  Plan. 

EIR/EIS  analysis  of  the  impact  on  the  Pacific  Coast  Trail  and  consider 
passage  corridor  designs  and  mitigations  that  respond  to  the  impacts. 

EIR/EIS  should  identify  where  proposed  stations,  parking  lots  and  additional 
required  infrastructure  will  be  located  and  the  impacts  from  station 
development. 
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WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL 
ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

Angeles  National  Forest  has  many  Native  American  sites  of  historical 
importance.  There  is  an  active  archeological  excavation  that  is  on  the 
property  surrounding  Aliso  Creek  in  Arrastre  Canyon  in  Acton  within  the 
newly  proposed  Angeles  Forest  Route.  Please  consult  with  Dr.  Joseph  S. 
(Noble)  Eisenlauer  -  Professor  of  Archaeology  at  Pierce  College,  6201 
Winnetka  Ave.  Woodland  Hills,  California  91371  Phone:  818-710-4100. 

Soledad  Canyon  and  Aliso  Canyon  in  Acton  contain  many  historical  sites. 
Please  consult  with  the  Acton  Historical  Society.  HSR  development  in  these 
areas  should  analyze  impacts  from  large  amounts  of  ground  disturbance  in 
heritage  -rich  areas. 

Tunnel  boring  equipment  used  for  HSR  through  Agua  Dulce,  Acton  and  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  could  disrupt  the  flow  of  water  to  residents'  wells 
nearby  and  miles  away  from  HSR  lines  because  of  the  unique  geology  of  the 
area.  During  this  time  of  record  drought,  well  failure  adds  economic  hardship 
to  residents  who  must  then  buy  water  to  survive  and  dry  wells  devalue  their 
property.  Several  water  delivery  businesses  like  Lunde  Water  in  Acton 
depend  on  a  well  to  stay  in  business.  How  will  HSR  compensate  water 
delivery  companies  if  they  are  forced  out  of  business?  Susan  MacAdams,  the 
former  High  Speed  Rail  Planning  Manager  at  Metro,  said  the  tunneling 
proposal  would  cost  10  times  as  much  as  the  surface  route  and  that  tunneling 
would  be  problematic  because  large,  boring  equipment  must  clear  a  path 
beneath  the  5  Freeway  and  major  flood  control  channels.  "Like  all  other 
ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los  Angeles  County,  there  is  a  mixed  face  of 
debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand  and  occasional  deposits  of  tar  and  oil.  Not 
good  for  tunnel  boring  machines.  Not  recommended,"  MacAdams  wrote  in  a 
letter  to  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration. 

The  Wilderness  Act  of  1964  established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation 
System  intended  to  preserve  the  unique  wild  and  scenic  areas  of  America's 
public  lands.  The  Act  defined  "Wilderness"  as  -  "an  area  where  the  earth  and 
its  community  of  life  are  untrammeled  by  man,  where  man  himself  is  a  visitor 
who  does  not  remain."  HSR  through  Angeles  National  Forest  flies  in  the  face 
of  the  Wilderness  Act. 

I  would  also  ask  that  HSR  work  closely  with  hydrologists  and  geologists  not 
tied  economically  to  the  project  to  ensure  fair  assessments.  Acton  and  Agua 
Dulce  have  all  types  of  producing  and  non-producing  wells  due  to  serpentine 
rock.  Many  earthquake  fault  lines  run  through  all  three  proposed  routes.  The 
San  Andreas  Fault,  San  Gabriel  Fault  and  the  Transmission  Line  Fault,  just  to 
name  three,  run  through  the  proposed  Angeles  Forest  route. 

ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 

By  the  time  HSR  is  funded  and  constructed,  it  will  be  an  archaic  mode  of 
transportation.  I'm  bewildered  why  California  was  chosen  to  be  the  first  state 
to  build  a  HSR  system.  The  state  is  geologically  challenged,  plagued  with 
drought,  fires  and  has  no  money.  I  think  when  naive  California  people  voted 
for  HSR  years  ago,  it  was  with  the  Disneyland  monorail  in  mind  -  a  train  that 
would  glide  silent  and  beautiful  down  the  center  of  existing  freeways  and 
highways  with  no  devastating  effects  on  people  and  their  homes,  wildlife  and 
the  environment.  If  High  Speed  Rail  goes  through  the  communities  of  Acton 
and  Agua  Dulce,  it  will  ruin  our  rural  lifestyle,  schools  and  property  values.  If  it 
goes  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  it  will  devastate  it.  Angeles 
National  Forest  will  suffer  greatly  from  the  untold  and  numerous  negative 
effects  of  High  Speed  Rail  whether  built  above  or  below  ground.  California 
High  Speed  Rail  is  not  right  for  our  state.  Take  it  to  the  east  coast  and  build 
from  New  York  City  to  Washington  D.C.  That  makes  more  sense. 

[] 

Carlos  R.  Fandino 
31255  Aliso  Cyn  Rd. 

Palmdale,  CA  93550 
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CONFIDENTIALITY  NOTICE:  The  contents  of  this  e-mail  message,  including 
any  attachments,  are  intended  solely  for  the  person  (or  entity)  to  whom  it  is 
addressed.  It  may  contain  confidential  and/or  privileged  material  that  may  be 
restricted  from  disclosure  by  applicable  state  and  federal  law.  Any  review, 
retransmission,  distribution,  dissemination  or  other  use  of  this  information  by 
persons  or  entities  other  than  the  intended  recipient  is  strictly  prohibited.  If 
you  received  this  in  error,  please  contact  the  sender  by  reply  e-mail  and 
permanently  delete  all  copies  of  the  original  e-mail  and  any  attached 
documentation  from  all  computers  and  systems.  Thank  you 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/21/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

John 

Last  Name  : 

Farrar 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

32935  Poppy  Lane 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

jefarrar@yahoo.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

(661)212-2559 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services,  High  Speed  Rail 

Authority. 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  have  attended  a  couple  of  the  community  meetings  regarding  the  proposed 
routes  for  the  High  Speed  Rail.  One,  in  particular,  held  at  the  Acton 
Community  Center,  Regional  Director  Michelle  Boehm  spoke  and  provided 
considerable  detail  of  the  several  proposals. 

My  wife  and  I  have  been  property  owners  and  have  lived  in  Acton  for  nearly 
25  years.  We  love  our  little  town! 

I  am  deeply  concerned  about  two  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  proposed  routes 
because  of  the  tremendous  negative  effects  either  of  them  would  have  on  this 
rural  community  and  its  residents,  not  to  mention  the  negative  pressure  on 
property  values. 

The  only  viable  route,  in  my  opinion  (which  seems  to  be  shared  by  a  vast 
majority  of  the  people  I  know  here)  would  be  the  one  proposed  by  Supervisor 
Antonovich  which  goes  down  through  Soledad  Canyon.  This  route  does  is 
also  the  most  direct  and  shortest  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank.  Further,  using 
this  route  will  avoid  disrupting  literally  hundreds  of  existing  homes. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  very  critical  issue. 

John  and  Debby  Farrar 
32935  Poppy  Lane 
Acton,  CA  93510 
(661)  212-2559 -cell  phone. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Status  : 

Record  Date  : 
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Submission  Date  : 
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Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Pending 

9/16/2014 

No 

9/16/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Website 

John 

Farrar 


Acton 

CA 

93510 

661-212-2559 

jefarrar@yahoo.com 


All  Sections 
Yes 

Preferred  alternative  route  for  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  segment  of  the  line 
must  be  the  most  direct  route  through  Soledad  Canyon,  thus  avoiding  the 
massive  disruptions  in  populated  areas  of  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce.  This 
alternative  route  is  the  one  suggested  by  L.A.  County  Supervisor  Mike 
Antonovich  and  is  much  preferred  by  the  residents  of  Acton.  Putting  the  High 
Speed  Rail  through  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  will  destroy  the  rural  atmosphere 
and  severely  damage  the  quality  of  life  in  the  area;  not  to  mention  the 
tremendous  negative  effect  on  property  values. 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1209  (Jan  and  Reg  Fear,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #522  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Jan 

Fear 


27505  Trail  Ridge  Road 

Canyon  Country 
CA 

91387 

regjan@socal.rr.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  My  husband  and  I  have  lived  in  beautiful  Sand  Canyon  for  nearly  15  years.  It 

has  been  a  peaceful  place  to  enjoy  nature,  family  and  fun.  We  are  quite 
distressed  by  the  prospect  of  having  this  high  speed  train  come  into  our 
neighborhood  and  create  noise,  be  visually  ugly  and  generally  disturb  the 
tranquility  of  the  area.  Schools,  churches,  houses  and  residents  would  all  be 
negatively  impacted  if  the  train  is  permitted  to  traverse  our  community. 

People  in  the  Sand  Canyon  area  take  pride  in  their  homes,  yards,  streets, 
barns,  fences  and  animals.  The  train  would  not  be  consistent  with  those 
values  and  would  simply  be  a  blight.  We  urge  you  to  use  your  influence  to 
bypass  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together,  and  make  a  direct  alignment 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale.  The  tunneling  option  through  SCV  is  certainly 
less  desirable  and  we  hope  it  will  not  be  considered  at  all. 

We  are  concerned  for  the  good  of  all  our  community  -  we  hope  you  will  be 
too. 

Jan  and  Reg  Fear 
27505  Trail  Ridge  Road 
Canyon  Country,  Ca.  91387 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1210  (Steve  Feeback,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1210  (Steve  Feeback,  August  25,  2014) 
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BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES  PROJECT  SECTION 
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Submission  1210  (Steve  Feeback,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1211  (Annie  Chang-  &  Stephen  Ferguson,  September  12,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #805  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/12/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Annie  Chang-  &  Stephen 

Last  Name  : 

Ferguson 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10072  McBroom  Street 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sunland 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

stall4rent@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

My  husband  and  I  would  like  to  oppose  the  vague  and  non-specific 
Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area  that  is  being  looked  at  for  the  High 
Speed  Rail  section  that  will  be  going  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank.  We  are 
worried  that  it  will  go  through  our  neighborhood  of  Shadow  Hills  and  destroy 
our  lovely  equestrian  residential  area  that  unlike  the  rest  of  Los  Angeles,  has 
a  very  country  feel  to  it.  We  feel  that  it  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  put  out 
such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles 
potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the  cloud  of 
the  HSR. 

Shadow  Hills  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative  line  and  we  are 
opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and 
Shadow  Hills.  The  rail  lines  really  need  to  go  through  commercial  and 
industrial  areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environmental  areas  like  our 
neighborhood.  The  Hansen  Dam  area  is  near  us  as  well,  so  they  maybe  a 
myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  that  could  raise  costs  and  would  make  the 
HSR  infeasible  through  this  area  anyway. 

Thank  you  for  considering  our  opposition. 

Sincerely, 

Annie  Chang-Ferguson  and  Stephen  Ferguson 
10072  McBroom  Street 
Sunland,  CA  91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1212  (Jane  Fernandez,  August  12,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


name:  Jane  M.  Fernandez 

mating  location  Acton  Library 
addBE55!  5460  Clanfield  St 

CITY;  Acton 


Palmdafe  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Cord 

8/12/2014 


AFFILIATION: 


Resident 

email?  jane.fernandez@level3.com  PHOitfEi 


CA 


WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUfl  MAILING  LIST?1  '.Check  ill  thjj  apply) 
■NOTt  Til  is  tWt  jHK  CoEt  Ebr  fdtirtal  r^tiHE  Jd  idaciwr  legal  iWntirt*. 


661-269-1947 
**  93510 

STATEWIDE  X  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 

BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELES 


PLEASE  LIST  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO 
BURBANK  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

I  am  very  concerned  with  the  impact  to  the  wells  in  our  community.  With  the  tunnel  drilling  and  construction,  the  odds  of  disrupting  the  water 
tables  that  supply  our  wells  is  quite  high?  How  do  you  plan  to  ensure  the  viability  and  sustainability  of  our  wells?  What  type  of  evidence  is 
needed  to  prove  existing  viability?  What  will  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  do  if  my  well  is  compromised?  If  I  am  forced  to  connect  up  to 
"city  water"  will  that  be  paid  for  by  High-Speed  Rail? 


WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

Will  you  be  doing  additional  sound  tests?  From  what  I  have  seen  so  far,  it  is  not  at  all  accurate  as  to  the  level  of  noise  that  will  impact  this 
valley  with  echoing  off  canyon  and  mountain  walls. 


ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 

We  have  a  very  peaceful  community  here  that  was  designed  for  ranch  land  and 

raising  of  large  animals.  We  all  moved  here  to  get  away  from  city  life,  trains  and  planes.  Your  plans  with  this  bullet  train  are  counter 
to  everything  this  community  was  designed  to  represent.  The  train  doesn't  even  stop  here,  not  that  we  want  it  to,  so  exactly  what  benefit 
is  giving  this  community?  Let  me  answer  for  you  "NONE".  Rather  it  is  destroying  the  community.  It  will  be  a  hugh  loss  to  the  Antelope 
Valley  to  destroy  the  Acton  community. 


THANK  VOU  FOR  VoUFt  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS. 

PLEASE  SUBMIT  YOUR  SCOPING  COMMENT  FORM  AT  TtJE  SIGN  IN  TABLE  OR  MAIL  THIS  PRE-  ADDRESS  ED  FORM. 
YOU  MAY  ALSO  SUBMIT  IT  VIA  EMAIL  TO;  palrndale_btizbaciJt@hir.ia.gov. 

ALL  SCOPING  COMMENTS  FOR  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  EY  AUG.  Jl,  2014. 
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Submission  1213  (Melanie  Ferrell,  August  27,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #276  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Melanie 

Ferrell 


CA 

00000 

smile.ferrell@gmail.com 


No 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 


I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings. 

The  proposal  has  already  triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions 
which  is  harming  sellers.  I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow 
completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and 
stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe 
if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could 
begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Melanie  Ferrell 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Submission  1214  (Robert  Fick,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #327  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Robert 

Last  Name  : 

Fick 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Valencia 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91355 

Telephone  : 

6612553743 

Email  : 

rmf55@att.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 

Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  No 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1215  (Joe  Figueroa,  August  11,  2014) 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #843  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/15/2014 

No 

9/11/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Elke 

Fischer 


Shadow  Hills 

CA 

00000 


Efischer001@ca.rr.com 


No 

Re:  High  Speed  Rail 


Dear  Friends, 


Having  a  Bus  Line  and  it  did  not  work,  why  because  most  of  the  time  or  even 
Almost  every  day,  the  Buses  have  only  5  or  even  10  people  who  use  it 
And  it  has  not  change  to  that  day. 

Then  you  came  up  with  the  idea  of  an  Metro  Line,  well  what  can  we  tell  as 
you  know 

Yourself  it  did  not  work  very  well  we  never  see  it  filled  up  with  people, 
only  a  few. 

Now  you  come  up  with  an  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL,  why? 

We  have  only  65  mph  and  not  150  mph  like  in  Europe. 

So  does  it  mean  for  your  Mr.  McLoughlin  that  we  all  can  then  use  with  our 
Automobile 

An  extended  speed  from  65mph  to  150mph? 

California  has  so  many  problems  with  their  streets  and  now  with  the  water, 
why  not 

Dig  a  Water  Line  from  Oregon  to  us  because  Oregon  has  I  belief  in  a  year 
200 
days 
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Or  even  more  Of  rain  wasting  into  the  ground. 

Why  is  it  that  we  never  ever  learn  and  make  it  better 

Thank  you 

Mr.  &  Mrs.  Fischer 

Shadow  Hills 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 

EIR/EIS  Sections  : 

List  of  Environmental  Issues  : 

Non-Environmental  Issues  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #335  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Ken 

Fisher 


CA 

00000 

fisherfour@socal.rr.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Ken  Fisher 

Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  SR  14 
Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #336  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Nancy 

Fisher 


CA 

00000 

fisherfour@socal.rr.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 
Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy  Fisher 

Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  SR  14 
Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-499 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 
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August  ?FL  ?nvt 


Mr.  Mark  A.  McLgughkn 
niicetor  nf  Euvpcinm«ritijl  SdrviCw^ 

Attention:  Palmdale  Hi  Budnank  Section  Prujud  Lavul  EIR.'EtS 
C  3lif  cm  in  f  llgh -Speed  RjiiF  Anlhnrily 

7 DO  Nonh  Alameda  Skki,  Room  3-532 

Les  Arigulcs,  CA&OOiZ 


Ro:  Scapteo  Comment  Card 

Dea*  Mr.  McL{Htghllnd 

iRii  lolior  \$  lo  express  my  concerns  &nd  abjection  over  the  I  ligh-Spood  Rail  project  sperifitaky  as  l: 
retotea  to  Ihu  mty  of  Aoton.  CA  My  wiIl-  and  I  hvc  m  Slpr  Ptiinl  Ranch  In  Aclon  In  8  very  peaceful 
nfii^hibortiond  flufcrtoflKpn*]  ih*-  An^us  National  Fc^esi  Wi?  moved  here  live  years  ago  to  gel  away  from 
|ai&  nOiEO  and  pollution  of  iifban  living  and  enjoy  I  he  IfWftHjKHy  ol  um  laud  drnJ  animals  On  a  lypicslly 
day,  the  only  noiso  we  bear  is  the  wind  and  aha  occasional  ring  harking 

I  ym  very  concerned  abpul  ihe  plans  to  build  the  high-speed  fail  EhfOugli  the  chy  of  Acion.  epedfico%  trig 
Stf  T*  route,  which  would  tunnel  dkecLly  under  gur  nerghbBfhfOOd  Th-ia  impact  of  this  Iram  COuld 

os  dm/asraiing  in  our  tom<Jy  :nit1  supruuiitTirky  neighbors,  My  greatest  concern  Is  how  Inis  will  Impact  our 
qualny  of  life  and  in-tom  our  rn.il  Estate  valuns  |  step  IwliUVo  rl  cynic1  Ug  vyjy  denyeroue  to  Ihe  health  end 
welfare  of  the  community  end  passengers  o*  the  inaln 

The  repugn  for  my  concern  Is  lhal  the  soM  In  our  neighborhood  is  very  '■Hot".  Wnen  ir  com  on  Lnio 
<»nlact  with  heat  (i  e  hul  wete*],  It  acts  off  a  chemical  reaction  which  flats  through  metal.  This  hoi 
$ol!  has  forced  many  residents  imcJudlng  myself]  to  replace  the  hot  water  pipes  running  under 
their  homes  after  I  heir  copper  pipes  Ourst  [see  cnClosufc).  I  can  only  imagine  what  this  would  do 
to  people's  hearth,  riding  on  a  200  mfih  liain  III  rough  surl  Ihiit  eats  through  metal  whan  hot- 
Therefore  a  train  using  this  mute  could  be  very  dangerous  for  resJctarl*  .mtl  riders  ol  the  train. 
Once  wgrd  gets  out  about  this  danger,  I  doubt  that  anyone  wilt  warn  io  ride  the  train  II  it  uses  ihe 
SR  14  Hybrid  rgulg,  given  tors  health  ti  Kflfds.  Therelore,  I  would  not  recommend  this  route. 

AdclttiEmn.1  CorifHiiiHS 

Permanent  visual  changes  will  result  from  introduction  of  ih*  High-Spami  Rail  ihfWflti  Acton,  The 
landscape  Is  scenic  and  rural  The  High-Speed  Rati  with  its  ouerhond  yipdupfc;  and  luanoj  wHraroQs  and 
exits  will  dominate  Hi*  landscape  and  desracl  from  ins  existing  open  apace*  pod  motjqtoifl  views  Lffjhtlrtg 
win  interface  with  Iha  valued  dark  sky  enjoyed  by  residents  Negative  effects  on  farm,  orchards,  nnd 
ranches,  including  historic.il  RHim  Ranch  nne  inevitable.  YVtiul  is  taring  duriy  to  induce  lbs  impacts  of 
Ltiese  changes  to  out  com  munity? 

Air  quality  impacts  Irym  construction  and  soil  movement  wdl  be  sigrufrcatit.  resulting  in  a  cur*  ano  r.iiroino 
health  problems.  Coo&Liuctiori  and  oporatign  gr  the  High-Speed  Ra4  will  generalo  large  volumes  of  riLKi 
Acton  iodudci  Sorpcntint  ^uch.  which  puibnlmlly  can  rgice^e  asheslrTgrm  particles  who-i  disturbed  Other 
heavy  m-norals  may  contain  poteori.ijly  roji  iC  OffTnenl,  S4JCh  0^  curiam  tiaavy  mptgl?  Heve  ttiese 
concerns  been  adequately  tested  * 
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EtecErwriigntTk  wavts  gansraisd  by  lbs  I  ligh-Speed  Rail  ana  a  tfpmficani  concern.  £ Epicure  m  pipii 
levete  of  elaotromag^eiLc  rsdiitlon  tor  *hon  periods  cf  vma  can  causa  Fai.quu  naadaches  and  onjsteEY  wUh 
h  uussib-te  association  wdh  childhood  ieiikimii.  Whit  is  Hie  impHd  of  tfBCUarnagnetie  waves  an  cardie 
chwn^ind  Antenna*?  Radio  Iraremirttoris,  Pgrfiee  iruJ  Fire  trinsTitissBrvsf  WiFi? 

Acton  fs  home  to  oavaral  active  srart-h  quake  fauns  The  Slotc  of  Californio  nos  idunLiFiuu  iho  Acton 
areas  as  an  official  seism  c  hazard  zone  Acidp  topography  includes  many  canyons  and  valley*,  which 
could  be  altered  In  such-  a  way  inal  meroasM  ina  impact  of  a  fu  lure  earthquaikfl  How  will  me  Aulh&n(y 
puttie  gaiety  and  guard  against  (ho  ramifications  of  digging  tLmnols  trv^oug'h  the  hill*  of  Acton 

ceor.truDLion  oi  mo  Hinn  Speed  ffirougn  Acton,  coti-ios  wiih  it  ®  high  rig k  pr  negilwe  impacts  on 
Acton's  was  or  supply  Them  is,  ton  poteniiaL  for  release;  of  tqjECMiJou*  motend  or  waste  during 
eorstnjciran  npefations.  which  would  contaminate  ground  water  The  demand  for  water  during 
con*trgcfrciin  cri  Itto  High-Epccd  Rail  hw  a  high  potenha!  tor  lowering  the  aquifer  lhal  suppites  Acton 
Wlmt  Otopk  lnl"  bemg  token  to  compensate  tor  |his7  VVII1  gEhqr  water  sources  be  svallflbls? 

in  regard  Ift  one  of  the  possible  alignment  That  drosses  the.  wlranw  to  Red  Rover  Mmu  Ruad  {5RU 
Hybrid),  a  -alQn  rficaint  safely  concern  Bait  it  T-ne*ra  is  r >□  aitemaitivR  ev.ioij.itinn  rm  in?  should  a  train  tk'ruji 
or  in  case  of  Eire.  viaduct  ccriispu.  slope  failure  or  the  like  Whai  steps  are  beinq  u&uon  to  account  tor 
Uieae  safely  concdfns? 

Noise  fleneraTfto  hy  Hifjl i  8pr>ird  Roik  iju.atu>  *i  slymFjRdnl  neg^iVO  ImptfoE  on  humans  and  BHimBiS. 
Human  Inducer?  noise  pniMion  is  one  oi  Eh-C  many  Factors  cuninbuhny  to  IEhj  dyptelton  o!  wildJito 
populations.  The  Authority  EIR  review  prcrasB  fines  not  study  the  impact  of  no^lto  on  wildlito  or  animal* 
The  potential  tor  vibration  ua*-.afffl  to  structures  during  construction  gf  the  Hpr  Speed  Rait  *s  s^rfiuawt 
Vibration  Impact*  wH  continue  with  the  Moral*  on  of  me  I  lign-Sposn  Rail  Whm  r*  twing  done  in  ptoteoL 
Ihcac  impadtedV  Will  Ihqrg  Pa  compensation  tor  Iboao  impacted  by  Ehe  nois^c  and  vibration  of  toe  fimP 

Will  oddiEirinryi  amorg^ncy  tonou fOCB  ond  fire  protoclion  SCnwCrt  be  Pddud  fgr  a  p^cl  OF  toll 
rn^gnsluda?  What  nrorncilinilfi-  ^rKT  sorvicw.  will  be  inurlo  ovaitobto  m  I^J-^  ul  it  bcrEwlmcnfc.  earth  quike  or 
trliie?  diMfitnr7  Hov^  Will  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  ensure  Ifial  the  C-to-Od  Wotor  Act  i&a  Imptem unted 
and  followed?  Jiow  Will  It  eoaurc  puolto  safety  when  drilling  or  doriog  into  mEdhana  j^as  (Sejio^itS?  HuW  Will 
the  Au thorjty  protect  or  notily  the  public  neaandmg  poaal&le  llirauph  sol,  air  or  w^alnr  snuren.s? 

CotUtimciimi  vf  thv  ttigh-Sjivwd  Rail  witt  not  create  any  afreet  benefit  to  Acton;  fh»  oogatfve 
impacts  of  rde  project  are  tffipfaportfotinUt  tv  any  benefit  and  they  are  harmful  to  the  rural 
community.  This  urban  Elructufe  Intrudes  on  Anton  Uturutuiiuty  SLnrtlmi^  fvr  land  development. 
The  High*  Spaed  Ratt  Witt  have  significant  a  Joipaet  on  private  property  righ  fs,  public 

Softools  and  established  bdslnossec,  It  will  have  a  negative  impact  on  housing  values  and  Acron's 
rural  environment 

if  Lho  High  5>i>ced  Hail  needs  to  rnlnude  upon  Acton,  my  hope  m  ihi^  n  will  be  dose  lo  too  existing  Metro 
Rail  iracxs  onri  away  from  me  popuinled  areas  of  Else  tily  fhc  residcms  efttst  to  I  he  Angetoi  Neiloni! 
Foresi  have  a.rftady  grown  accL^tom  to  (he  Rnnnrt  of  n  nmr.y  train  and  lists  would  oe  lho  toast  mlruSLve 
route  to  Acfon  restdenla  i  approolsto  your  tuna  ana  conslOeraiiioo  in  ihi*  iwaieek 


Sincerity, 


Mark  and  JanmR  Fl'ralrnaiun-, 

34421  KaEnna  SrfpeE. 
Auon.CA 
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Ms  - 

bAy  ,  tlTEJLEiT  f*4  ftfn — 

f  r^A-crr  s  IS  Tt^O-  Fo^-tj  'll'T'  f  s 
TO  ROoTTSl  TH£_ 

cuhtiTA  if 

flor  TO  fir  JToP  TWC/4E., 

4v  ’bteeo’ 

*T^»  PA)  .F-  A-  r*o£c2_ 

St£^G_, 

{2p  ((=  -this  ojfigaAVF.i^rn n4<  *c*Hjn  fLrt- 

ftbdmrdA  TTi»<U/  rne-_ 

<C-*4H^  l  T7A  \/f:V I,e-£y  ^  rtJ/J  kJa=C- 

^X  T1F*/M0M  M€/1T  wjltc 

Tt*&  Scvj  ’lfV\^  /V^r  l  -r 

uj  ic-4,  ReJLi/^  a^utf  o,  ^soa-^,  po&uc. 
5“ fvf  e*TL\  I  fV. f (V^T  S  ro^ C-y f 

^r>  p  .  fitfffflRT  / 

*f)  ~l> I F_r=  v  r  f  ■  if  .&  1  "*■ ,  -  f 'wi\ WH r  ft  n£ 

TWt-T  if  /JOT  Tf-tfsAl  ( 

JLffOSg-  Trt&.  YV’JrivIt^.  ~f- 

-1  U  r  t'C  i  -r  F  I  ftl  i-  [  -  t  I1  f 

A .  *■•.»,' 

-^VUa!4  fb(l~ 

\^&  PIcl.U^ 


\y*n  3x‘M-e  Gjuv^j 

£^**1/6*4  ££o*KE^CA 

^  ,  A*?«  7 

2\  .zofH 


CALIFORNIA  A  flf  T<jirisptTrliitj{ifi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority  ^"tmuo’11 


PAGE  F.6-503 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1220  (Jane  Fleck,  August  21,  2014) 


lit 

fit 

| 

is 

If 

£ 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-504 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1221  (Mark  Fleming,  August  18,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #121  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  8/18/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/18/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Mark 

Last  Name  :  Fleming 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  :  CA 

Zip  Code  :  00000 

Telephone  : 

Email :  mflemi@earthlink.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  The  new  alternate  corridor  goes  through  pristine  sections  of  the  Angeles 

National  Forest  and  national  scenic  areas.  Please  explain  why  the  alternate 
has  been  added.  Also,  is  the  majority  of  this  section  anticipated  to  be  at 
grade,  above  grade,  or  via  tunnel? 

Thank  you, 

Mark  Fleming 
mflemi@earthlink.net 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #149  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/18/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/8/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Robert 

Last  Name  : 

Footlik 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

00000 

Telephone  : 

(310)423-5336 

Email  : 

rfootlik@socal.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  ATTENTION:  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

1  have  been  following  California  High  Speed  Rail  discussions  for  more  than 

10  years  now  have  previously  provided  input  to  no  avail.  This  is  because  the 
great  political  machine  that  runs  this  state  tends  to  ignore  the  people  and 
listen  only  to  special  interest  money. 

Accordingly,  the  Honorable  Michael  D.  Antonovich  is  part  of  the  great 
political  machine.  He  has  had  a  history  of  being  anti-rail  and  a  history  of 
serving  only  the  interests  of  his  constituents  in  the  Antelope  Valley.  He  is 
supposed  to  represent  the  people  of  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  as  well,  but 
is  completely  derelict  in  his  duty  to  represent  the  interests  of  people  of 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 

More  specifically,  Mr.  Antonovich  wants  to  re-align  the  high-speed  rail  line 
through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  by  building  a  tunnel  through  the 
mountains.  His  rationale  to  save  money  by  avoiding  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley 
is  ridiculous  and  totally  irresponsible.  If  Mr.  Antonovich  really  wanted  to 
save  money,  he  would  have  supported  the  California  High-Speed  Rail 

Authority's  option  to  route  the  train  south  of  Bakersfield  along  California 

Hwy  99  and  Interstate  5,  over  the  Tejon  Pass  to  a  proposed  station  in  the 

Santa  Clarita  Valley.  That  is  the  shortest,  most  expedient ,  and  least 
expensive  alignment.  Instead,  when  his  constituents  in  the  Antelope  Valley 
complained  bitterly  (actually  pouted)  about  the  possibility  that  the  train 
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might  not  serve  them  directly,  Mr.  Antonivich  lobbied  for  the  much  longer 
and  MUCH  more  expensive  route  east  from  Bakersfield  along  California  Hwy 
58 

toward  Mojave,  before  turning  south  along  California  Hwy  14  to  Lancaster 
and 

Palmdale.  Now  he  wants  everyone  to  believe  that  he  is  interested  in  saving 
money?  What  he  is  demanding  is  for  the  train  to  be  routed  through  the  desert 
and  then  tunnel  it  through  the  mountains  to  the  south  instead  of  routing  it 
through  the  much  more  densely  populated  Santa  Clarita  Valley.  Sadly,  like  a 
spoiled  child,  he  usually  gets  his  way.  And  rarely,  if  ever,  does  he  serve 
the  best  interests  of  the  people  of  Los  Angeles  County. 


If  the  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  continues  to  do  the  bidding  of  politicians 
who  represent  special  interests  rather  than  serve  the  people,  this  project 
is  likely  to  suffer  economic  failure  for  lack  of  ridership,  and  the  gridlock 
on  roadways  in  Southern  California  will  continue  for  decades  to  come.  While 
you  may  only  be  responsible  for  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  of  the 
project,  please  know  that  there  are  many  other  people  who  believe  as  I  that 
the  only  way  for  this  endeavor  to  be  successful  is  for  it  to  connect  major 
transportation  hubs  in  Southern  California,  such  as  international  and 
regional  airports,  and  there  is  no  proposed  alignment  currently  to  do  that. 

For  example,  if  the  alignment  routes  the  train  to  Palmdale,  the  station 
should  be  located  at  Palmdale  Airport,  and  the  train  should  then  be  routed 
to  Los  Angeles  International  Airport  in  order  to  connect  the  two  airports 
(about  15  years  ago,  there  was  a  proposed  DOT/CalTrans  project  to  do  just 
that,  but  it  was  abandoned).  From  LAX,  the  train  should  continue  south  to 
John  Wayne  Airport  and  then  San  Diego  International.  But,  the  airport 
shuttles,  taxis  and  parking  garage  lobbies  will  never  permit  that  to  happen, 
for  reasons  of  pure  greed. 


Therefore,  the  only  way  I  would  ever  agree  to  align  the  high-speed  train 
through  a  tunnel  under  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  to  Burbank  is  if  Palmdale 
Airport  served  as  a  transfer  station  to  a  second  alignment  through  the  Santa 
Clarita  Valley  and  then  to  Los  Angeles  International  Airport.  But,  if  the 
limitation  of  your  responsibilities  is  aligning  the  train  to  Burbank,  then 
it  should  be  routed  to  a  station  stop  in  Santa  Clarita  and  from  there  to 
Bob  Hope  Airport  in  Burbank.  That  is  the  very  least  the  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  can  do  in  order  to  serve  the  people  of  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Robert  Footlik 
(310)423-5336 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #232  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/24/2014 

No 

8/24/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Martin 

Fox 


Canyon  Country 

CA 

00000 

mfox@bleaufox.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  McLaughlin: 

My  family  and  I  live  in  Sand  Canyon  (Canyon  Country).  Our  sons  were  raised 
here  and  both  attended  Sulphur  Springs  Elementary  School  (one  of  the  oldest 
Schools  in  California).  Our  home  is  less  than  a  mile  from  the  proposed  route 
of  above-referenced  section  of  the  proposed  train. 

First,  it  would  seem  ludicrous  to  propose  a  train  route  that  will  irreversibly 
disrupt  an  entire  community  (schools,  homes,  churches  etc.)  and  then,  to  add 
insult  to  injury,  deny  that  very  same  community  an  access  point  to  utilize  the 
project.  This  is  especially  true  when  the  Angeles  National  Forest  Route  is 
shorter,  faster  and  will  not  disrupt  homes,  schools  and  churches. 

Please  consider  this  E  mail  another  one  tendered  in  opposition  to  the  two 
current  alignments. 

Most  objectionable  is  the  above-ground  alignment.  How  anyone  could  not 
care  about  the  1 ,000  children  that  attend  Sulphur  Springs  School  and  the 
other  private  elementary  school  is  simply  beyond  us.  I  think  it  appropriate  that 
anyone  who  supports  such  an  alignment  be  required  to  enroll  their  children 
(and  or  family  member's  children)  in  the  schools  if  the  train  is  built  in  that 
configuration.  As  with  almost  everything  built  by  man,  at  some  point  an 
accident  will  happen.  Building  a  200  mph  +  train  right  next  to  two  schools  is 
just  begging  for  disaster.  This  proposal  eliminates  a  community  church, 
numerous  houses,  impacts  dozens  of  others  (noise  and  visual  etc.)  and 
eliminates  a  proposed  community  job  center.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can  assert 
that  these  are  not  valid  concerns  and  that  they  simply  cannot  be  ignored. 

The  "tunnel  extension  alignment"  is  the  most  preferable  of  the  two.  By  having 
the  train  exit  the  tunnel  further  towards  Agua  Dulce/Acton,  the  disruption  to 
the  Sand  Canyon  community  will  be  greatly  reduced  and  most  importantly, 
will  not  endanger  the  lives  of  1 ,000  school  children  on  a  daily  basis. 

Finally,  my  family  just  read  about  the  proposed  alternative  of  routing  the  train 
through  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  By  far,  this  is  the  best  possible  option. 
Please  consider  this  E  mail  our  family's  endorsement  of  same  (there  are  four 
of  us). 

Of  course,  should  anyone  care  enough  to  actually  listen  to  the  citizens  this 
project  affects,  please  feel  free  to  contact  us  at  your  convenience. 

Very  truly  yours, Martin,  Ellen,  Sutton  and  Collin  Fox 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

8/25/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jessica 

Last  Name  : 

Fox 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

1309  S  Beverly  Glen 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Los  Angeles 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

90024 

Telephone  : 

424-273-1201 

Email  : 

jessica.r.fox@me.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  To  Whom  It  May  Concern 

The  following  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  the  construction  of  a  high  speed  train 
between  Palmdale  and  Burbank  via  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Little 
Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga,  and  Hansen  Dam: 


How  the  environment  would  be  affected 

The  environment  would  be  impacted  in  a  number  of  ways.  The  actual  process 
of  constructing  a  tunnel  that  passed  under  the  National  Forrest  would 
completely  disturb  the  eco  system  and  environment.  After,  the  pressure 
release  hatches,  service  roads,  escape  hatches,  and  vibration  connected  to 
the  function  of  a  high  speed  train  would  destroy  what  is  now  a  thriving  natural 
environment. 

The  wash  that  passes  between  the  National  Forest  and  Hansen  Dam  would 
be  rendered  inaccessible  for  recreation,  and,  as  a  natural  egress  for  floods, 
cease  to  function  and,  when  it  rains  (as  it  did  this  past  winter)  cause  untold 
damage  to  the  environment,  ranches,  and  existing  homes  in  the  surrounding 
area. 

The  Hansen  Dam  recreation  area  itself  is  home  to  a  Wildlife  Way  Station  and 
bird  sanctuary,  both  of  which  would  cease  to  function  as  habitats.  As  an 
equestrian  who  regularly  rides  in  Hansen  Dam  and  the  Angeles  National 
Forest,  I  often  see  all  sorts  of  wildlife,  including  coyote,  deer,  bobcats,  herons, 
birds  of  prey,  and  once,  even  a  mountain  lion.  All  of  those  animals  would 
disappear  from  the  area  should  a  high  speed  train  be  built.  The  natural 
environment  would  be  decimated  if  not  by  the  rail’s  construction,  than  by  its 
daily  function. 

Other  issues  with  the  high  speed  train  passing  under  the  Angeles  National 
Forest,  Little  Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga  and  Hansen  Dam 

The  Angeles  National  Forest,  Hansen  Dam,  Little  Tujunga  and  Big  Tujunga 
wash  are  accessed  by  thousands  of  people,  from  equestrians,  mountain 
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bikers,  bird  watchers  and  naturalists  to  school  field  trips  and  people  with 
dogs. 

In  addition  to  a  recreation  area,  the  wash  itself  acts  as  a  thoroughfare, 
allowing  all  of  the  above  safe  passage  between  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
and  Hansen  Dam  Recreation  area,  as  well  as  all  the  homes  and  stables  in 
between.  A  high  speed  train  would  render  the  wash  impassable  and  thus 
completely  cut  off  all  access  to  trails  and  parks. 

Horses  will  not  travel  near,  under,  or  beside  a  high  speed  train  safely.  Due  to 
the  boundary  requirements  of  a  high  speed  train,  the  wash  would  be  totally 
blocked  off.  I  would  no  longer  be  able  to  ride  from  my  stable  (which  backs  up 
to  the  wash  into  the  Forest  and  Hansen  dam),  into  those  areas  without  using 
dangerous,  highly  trafficked  roads. 

On  weekdays  I  often  see  school  groups  in  the  wash  and  observe  school  kids 
explore  the  environment,  collect  rocks,  and  learn  about  the  natural  world.  It 
would  be  an  utter,  devastating  loss  should  a  train  be  built  to  pass  under  the 
Angeles  National  Forest,  and  through  Little  Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga,  and  the 
Hansen  Dam  recreation  area. 

Though  I  live  in  Westwood,  I  drive  out  to  the  Lakeview  Terrace  area  4-5  times 
a  week.  The  area’s  nature,  peace  and  beauty  are  one  of  a  kind. 

Construction  of  a  high-speed  train  would  destroy  a  place  that,  though 
physically  close  to  Los  Angeles,  is  worlds  apart. 


Additional  Comments 

There  is  no  logical  reason  to  destroy  this  natural  area  when  the  rail  could 
leverage  and  parallel  the  existing  infrastructure.  In  fact,  not  doing  so  would  be 
an  indefensible  waste  of  resources.  In  this  day  and  age,  and  in  this  sprawling, 
urban  area,  efficient  use  of  resources  and  preservation  of  what  pockets  of 
nature  remain  is  paramount. 


Sincerely, 

Jessica  Fox 
424-273-1201 
1309  S  Beverly  Glen 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90024 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #467  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


No  Action  Required 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kerry 

Frick 


00000 

kfrick@socal .  rr.  com 

Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 


Please  know  that  this  Sand  Canyon  Resident  is  opposed  to  the  useless 
"Bullet  Train"  as  it  is  being  called. 


PLEASE: 

Support  The  preferred  alignment  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor  Antonovich). 


We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1 .  Much  too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school 
children  in  danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the 
classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods,  reducing 
property  values  and  stripping  people  of  retirement  equity. 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita,  adversely  affecting  quality  of  life  and  property  values. 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita.  Same  issues  as  above 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community  which  would  help 
bring  back  the  property  values  that  have  already  been  affected  by  the  last 
economic  downturn. 


Thank  you, 

Kerry  Frick 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1229  (Alexander  Friedman,  August  9,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #148  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/9/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Alexander 

Friedman 


Los  Angeles 

CA 

00000 


alek3000@sbcglobal.net 


Leaves 

Dear  HSR  Authority: 


I  am  a  strong  supporter  of  high-speed  rail,  and  I  look  forward  to  the 
completion  of  the  project.  I  am  flexible  with  any  alignment  you  choose 
(between  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco,  including  Burbank,  Palmdale,  etc). 
However,  what  I  would  recommend  -  is  reducing  the  timeline  of  project 
completion. 


To  recall,  California  voters  -  myself  including  -  have  voted  on  the  HSR  project 
that  was  promised  to  be  completed  by  year  2020.  Namely,  this  completion 
year  concerns  the  Los  Angeles  -  to  -  San  Francisco  segment.  However,  your 
revised  business  plan  now  estimates  the  completion  by  no  earlier  than  2029  - 
almost  double  the  original  estimate.  Please  note:  this  drastic  timeline  change 
has  made  your  original  ballot  measure  to  be  a  lie  to  your  voters. 

Unfortunately,  that's  the  only  way  it  appears. 

Therefore  I  would  strongly  urge  you  to  reconsider  your  plan,  so  that  the  LA-to- 
SF  segment  would  open  to  the  public  by  year  2020,  as  originally  promised 
and  planned.  This  way,  you  will  not  only  improve  your  image  by  standing  up 
to  your  original  promise  (and  ballot  measure),  but  you  will  also  gain  many 
more  supporters  of  your  project. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration! 

I  look  forward  to  the  reduced  timeline  -  i.e.  year  2020  for  the  1st  phase  (LA-to- 
SF)  completion. 

Alexander  Friedman 
Los  Angeles,  California 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  CAHSR  Project 
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Submission  1230  (Susan  Friend  LeTourneur,  August  11,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #143  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/11/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan 

Friend  LeTourneur 


00000 

818-834-1272 

suefriend@yahoo.com 


I  think  it  is  crazy,  unnecessary,  not  logical,,  not  economical,  not 
environmental  friendly  and  absurb  to  think  that  instead  of  using  the  EXISTING 
access  easements  along  the  EXISTING  freeway  to  cut  through  a  mountain! 


First,  why  listen  to  the  santa  clarita  residents  over  the  little  tujunga  residents. 
Of  course  no  one  wants  this  in  their  "backyard"  however,  the  freeway  is 
already  there;  the  easements  already  exist. 

To  carve  through  a  mountain  first  will  cost  an  unnecessary  large  amount  of 
extra  expense.  There  are  major  earthquake  faults  in  those  mountains.  Even 
if  you  think  you  are  building  something  safe,  what  about  the  neighboring 
areas. ..remember  palos  verdes! 


Then  there  are  the  environmental  impacts  which  it  seems  in  big  business,  no 
one  cares  what  you  do  to  the  environment  as  long  as  it  make  s  money.  Well, 
you  should  care!  everything  we  do  affects  us  now  and  in  the  future.  If  we 
displace  this  environmental  area  there  are  less  places  for  wildlife,  less  trees 
to  help  absorb  carbon  dioxide,  less  places  for  people  to  relax  and  enjoy. 


I  am  not  a  proponent  of  this  train;  however,  if  you  have  to  build  it,  be  smart! 
build  it  where  it  belongs:  along  the  existing  freeway  on  existing  easements! 
less  money,  less  negative  impacts! 


Susan  Friend  LeTourneur 

www.goldspiritfarm.com 

818-834-1272 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  SR  14,  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1231  (Felante  Frockena,  September  8,  2014) 


August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
7701  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr  Morales; 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County,  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  arid  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  In  those 
communities,  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  dehate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costlyr  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  mute  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley, 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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P.  o.  box  735 
Aston*  C'A  $4510 

August  J‘>.  20M 


Vhric  A*  Mefmighlfn 

DtrecHor  oFEdviroroMirtflJ  Service 

Alien  llnnt  PjEmildr  fty  fturhank 

Siflirth  I'rojcei  J.«i tt\  FtR/t'IS 

t  :o3  [fnmia  High-Speed  Ruil  Auihorhy 
70b  Nonli  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
IjOK  Angeles.  C'A  SUmi 

EXnct  Mr,  McLaughlin: 

E  Jtvcol  7Jifi  Juniper  Ridge  Uutc  in  AcUin,  and  even  Ho  routs  within  Supcrviw  Antonovich's 
|Lyc!l’UW  uumdur"  mnp  is  adopted,  env  property,  house,  ale.  Lire  sls  pood  as  gone.  ITic  only  thing 
Ltuii  will  hh  c  residents  like  me,  on  ihe  cast  s-eJu  ol  Acirni  as  well  as; on  either  side  ol  Angeles 
Fnresl  Highway,  is  if  the  Inin  is  routed  east  of  Acton,  avoiding  the  comm  unity  eniirrly, 
underground  immediately  idler  die  San  Andreas  fault  into  Angela  l;nrestP  mid  sway*  underground 
until  it  reaches  iRirbstnk.  E'alnuJale  wanln  Hus.  bullet  Irani.  Nobody  m  Acton  docs,  no  matier 
which  existing  overland  roule  is  chosen,  because  unless  like  train  is  rc-muied  entirely  uutsidfe  o| 
Acltm"i  ley  ill  fcnundarics,  l  he  Lruin  will  dntirny  nur  community  Supervisor  Anifmnvieh  knows 
this.  I  hope  you*  Uun  Richard,  anti  die  engineers  who  drawihc  map*  will  respect  Supervisor 
Antonovich’s  wishes  and  follow  his  lead 

I  he  fbl  lowing  comments  are  relevant  it  any  of  Hie  existing  ahnve-pround  hulEei  irain  roun?' 
through  Aelon  arc  chosen. 

1  Nn  maner  which  way  you.  took  ai  iiT  the  oil  usd  I  will  he  a  smear  nn  ihe  lajidscap*  li's 
the  equivalent  of  a  fr-Jane  freeway  cut!  inf*  ih  rough  a  smutl,  rural,  hmscu^rientfitf 
community*  rwentysix  fool  tall  supports  every  30  feet  to  carry  electrical  vvircs  would 
min  die  twiural  landscape  of  Acton  And  he  a  visual  eyesore  fbr  everyone  who  Ilv*$  here 

2  The  wdlcr  lablc  won  Ed  he  impaclod  fan  many  of  ns  who  have  wells  draw  water  from 
pocket  of  fractured  granite.  not  ihe  waicr  tabic  Itself  Any  rieftructkOT  or  modification  of 
ill  ill  underlying  gtanEle  bedrock  will  result  in  lc**i  of  water  ihr  residml^  iheir  Inures,  and 
other  ajiimnls  Who  will  pay  our  medical  bills,  when  we  got  sick  from  the  contaminants 
released  Enlo  our  wulor  supply?  Mow  wilt  the  Clean  Water  Act  regnlnlirms  be  fulfilled? 
When  wells  do  go  dry,  who  win  cojtipensato  property  owneiy  when  we  c&n'  i  sell  war 
property  mid  \vc  enn1  t  live  on  it? 

3.  Cmislmirtion  of  tlie  railroad  brings  its  own  set  of  problems.  Noise,  lights,  dust,  -exhaust, 
and  Slaving  ureas,  not  io  menilon  mud  ■closures,  would  disturb  jesidenis,  aETeciing  our 
da-p  Jind  quality  of  life. 

4  Increased  rmfrlc  during  eoruii  rue  linn  presents  a  likely  ttwrase  in  fra  flic  auddenis,  hu 
due  to  the  construct  ion*  delays  lor  response  from  emergency  vehicles  would  pnidnually 
binder  [he.ihilUy  in  save  lives. 
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During  euusemrion  and  likely  road  ctpsutts.  huw  wilt  any  fare  luilI  law  enforcement 
vehicles  yei  to  where  they  need  m  be?  Aeitin  Is  Lij  u  high  fire  risk  area,  mwi  hindering  lire 
trucks  from  reochme  buj-uLi^  areas  will  likely  lead  to  more  extensive  Urea  lliun  we've 
ttUt*Jy  experienced. 

G.  The  Increased  dust  iliai  residents  must  breathe  during  construi-ilon  ewi  potentially  lead  to 
more  cases  of  Volley  Fever,  which  is  caused  h>  a  fungus  found  in  the  soil  Who  will 
compeirsnle  resided  who  become  ill  from  this? 

7  The  increase  in  imflb-  would  nrgHiivdy  Impwi  Acton,  which  as  a  iiisul  community  lias 
na  Traffic  lights— and  wc  don't  wans  any  Oulsidc  Ofnmny  businesses,  including  the  Post 
Office,  ore  foiiching  rails  for  htfflso*  rh.ii  is  wIt.k  wr  want  mid  ihnt  is  why  most  of  os 
moved  here, 

8_  Wildlife  wtii i Id  he  nopJEvcly  impacted  We  have  cniaFl,  roadrunners.  bobcats,  deer, 
coyotes,  rattfbrnia  Condors,  .11111  lhe  occasional  cougar  wi-21  as  many  oilier  species  EhnE 
will  lie  harmed  by  this  prnyr.l  Ttc  Shamhal?!  Fresrrvr  whi.  li  houses  rescued  w  ildlife 

and  is  often  a  tourist  dettimthm,  would  experience  a  ttegailvo  impact 

0  And  slien  there  klhr  ST  A  Kentucky  Spring-,  siti.  Vi-hitli  prnliwrs  local  tuid.mge  red  .rnrt 
nH'isk  species  such  <k  ihc  burrowing  owl,  the  them  llasua  sage,  and  the  kangaroo  mi 
You  can  find  the  mops  under  LA  County's  Regional  Planning's  dot.gov/  page 

10  Acton  Is  wrililn  5  miles  01  ihn  vni  Audi.  n  Faith  along  with  sevei  il  mhei  f'.iull  lines  The 
state  of  California  has  declined  the  Acioo  >,  lndta  igle  as  .m  official  seism  k  luvmd  zone 
Since  some  of  die  plans  include  1  imnd  in  g  underground,  how  will  public  safety  be 
handled  when  fuel  if)  nn  ennlif|UHke  of  5  S  or  greater  occurs? 

1 1  How  will  HSR  monitor  soil  coulamlnnltcin  from  Ncnching,  drilling,  and  boring?  Will  the 
result:,  of  these  soil  samples  be  rtlansed  to  the  public  upon  request? 

12.  The  Spina- Clara  riverbed  is  the  last  remaining  iiaEura!  clean  water  source  in  California. 
How  will  you  protect  Ti7 

1  ^  High-speed  trains  produce  KS  >  decibels  of  roaring  itfiund.  No  cine  wanu  to  live  near  EhaE. 
Whai  will  happen  to  property  values  in  A-elon  when  there  are  no  buyers? 

H  J  oc.nl  re:  1 1 mrs  arc  already  complaining  that  they  have  already  seen  [he  market  value  drop 
for  homes  along  fl//  of  the  proposed  routes  Property  values  may  decrease  hy  ns  much  as 
70%.  How  will  affected  residents  he  compensated  when  we  are  either  forced  to  leave  due 
tu  eniirieni  domain  law,,  or  forced  tu  leave heenuse  ue  tmm  longar- run pux  hurinwjss 
333  QW  mea  {realtors,  contractors,  store  owners,  restaurnm  owners,  «o.j.  or  arc  forced  to 
leave  because  wc  cannot  live  with  the  noise,  vibrations,  and  Sights  of utiins  owing 
tluvugh  4  to  5  times  ^very  hour'.'  When  rhflt  many  wsitfcm*  leave,  what  will  hnpfwnin 
school  enrol  Intent?  Acton  may  well  turn  imoa  ghost  town,  one  not  nearly  ns  quiinl  as 
California  City, 

1 5.  If  you  have  ever  ridden  a  trnm  ony  train.  in  twy  state  you  know  iliat  ctumnnniiies  on 
cither  side  of  the  bucks  I wk  like  >lumiL.  OmlTii  and  iincaicd  for  property  are  ilm  norm. 

I  hal  will  happen  in  A  cl  on- 

lb.  Jlmv  will  die  health  iE3mact:>  uf  vAnulivu  ex^suie  to  humans  atid  uuLiuqb  he  monitored  .' 

3  7.  What  is  tfic  impact  of  CMFi.  (generated  fioin  die  HST)  on  crntfitic  demand  pacemakers? 
Amcnnas'/  Radio  InHwmissions^  Police  mid  lire  irimsmissiohs?  Wifi V 

lit.  Jlmv  will  public  safety  be  addresseJ  when  drilling  or  bming  ialo  Finrtlimie  g ^  deposits? 

1 0.  Will  die  public  be  notified  regard  my  possible  expusuita.  of  EorIv  suhstnnees  1 1  ir  tiugh  soil . 
airr  or  water  rcsourcei?  How? 
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20.  How  will  historic  and  cultural  resources— Governor  Mine.  Red  Rover  Mine.  Pacific 
Crest  Trail,  for  example— be  protected? 

2.1 .  Where  will  local  residents  ride  our  horses  safely  t  without  the  risk  of  passing  trains 
spooking  «>ur  horses,  which  could  Injun:  both  horse  and  rider? 


Mr.  MeLoughlin*  please  pay  attention  to  these  concerns.  We  don't  w!unt  a  train  running 
through  Acton  unless  it  runs  underground.  While  il  may  benefit  Palmdale,  which  is 
eyeing  a  bullet  train  that  nans  to  Las  Vegas  and  back,  it  will  not  benefit  Acton  or  any  of 
the  smal l  towns  along  the  1 4  freeway  corridor.  The  only  place  this  train  should  go  is 
Limlergjound,  under  the  Angeles  Forest*  until  El  daylights  in  Burbank. 

Thank  you  for  taking  the  time  to  read  this. 
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P.O.  Box  735 
Acton,  CA  93510 
August  19,  2014 


Dear  Supervisor  Antonovich: 

I  recently  read  a  copy  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Dan  Richard,  Chairman  of  the  California  High-Speed 
Rail  Authority  (HSR),  dated  October  1 1,  2013.  I  commend  you  for  your  foresight  and  applaud 
the  stand  that  you  took  when  you  told  Mr.  Richard  that  you  “encourage  the  Authority  to 
review  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station  and  the  potential 

Burbank/Bob  Hope  Airport  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct  much  faster,  less 

costly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San 

Fernando  Valley.”  Both  the  bold-face  and  the  underlining  come  from  your  original  letter,  and  I 
have  quoted  it  exactly  in  order  to  emphasize  what  you  clearly  felt  was  the  most  important  part. 

It’s  a  shame  that  Mr.  Richard  and/or  his  engineers  aren’t  listening  to  you. 

To  be  fair,  I  can  see  a  need  for  a  fast,  direct  train  connection  between  San  Francisco  and  Los 
Angeles  in  years  to  come,  and  I  think  your  recommendation  to  Mr.  Richard  is  the  best  way  to 
accomplish  that.  HSR  must  go  underground  through  Acton  and  neighboring  communities 
because  residents  do  not  want  high-speed  trains  running  though  their  community  in  the  first 
place.  But  since  the  HSR  is  probably  coming  whether  we  want  it  to  or  not,  I  want  to  direct  your 
attention  to  HSR’s  current  (as  of  this  writing)  map.  This  “yellow  corridor”  does  as  much 
damage  to  Acton  as  the  routes  HSR  engineers  proposed  earlier.  According  to  HSR  engineers, 
trains  will  daylight  in  the  Angeles  Forest  Highway/Juniper  Ridge  Lane  area — in  other  words,  in 
the  heart  of  one  of  Acton’s  largest  horse  owning  areas,  impacting  hundreds  of  homes,  ranches, 
private  and  commercial  stables,  pasture  areas,  and  horses. 

Supervisor  Antonovich,  I  understand  that  you’re  a  horse  lover,  and  that  in  the  past  you  have 
participated  in  trail  rides  through  our  unique  high-desert  country.  Why  do  Mr.  Richard’s 
engineers  think  the  train  needs  to  “daylight”  in  this  area?  I  understand  that  the  train  will  have  to 
run  at  grade  when  it  crosses  the  San  Andreas  Fault.  Why  can’t  HSR  engineers  take  that 
opportunity  to  adjust  the  northeast  section  of  “yellow  corridor”  slightly  so  the  HSR  enters  the 
Angeles  Forest  underground  and  outside  of  Acton,  and  stays  underground  until  it  is  south  of 
Acton?  I  urge  you  to  write  Mr.  Richard  another  letter,  one  that  repeats  your  concern  about  the 
communities  that  you  mentioned  by  name:  “Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  and  the  Santa  Clarity  Valley.” 
Remind  him  that  this  current  map  could  very  well  lead  to  severing  areas  of  eastern  and  southern 
Acton  from  the  rest  of  the  town.  So  far,  a}l  the  maps  that  HSR  engineers  have  proposed  will 
divide  and  destroy  our  community  one  way  or  another. 

Let  me  add  that  this  idea — moving  the  “yellow  corridor”  so  the  northern  edge  avoids  Acton 
entirely,  without  impacting  any  part  of  our  community — is  not  my  idea.  It  was  first  articulated 
by  Jacqueline  Ayer,  an  engineer  who  lives  in  Acton.  To  summarize  her  argument  in  favor  of 
adjusting  the  “yellow  corridor,”  it  will:  1)  Provide  a  direct  route  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  that 
will  not  require  any  more  tunneling  than  routes  that  HSR  has  already  proposed;  2)  Reduce  the 
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trip  length  by  fifteen  miles;  3)  Reduce  travel  time  by  more  than  five  minutes;  4)  Avoid  property 
condemnation  in  the  communities  involved — not  only  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  and  Santa  Clarita,  but 
other  areas  along  the  14  Freeway;  5)  Avoid  several  earthquake  faults.  Having  the  train  daylight 
in  the  Angeles  Forest  Highway/Juniper  Ridge  Lane  area  before  it  goes  underground  again  to 
enter  the  Angeles  National  Forest  Highway  is  a  particularly  sad  choice  because  owners  and  their 
horses  will  be  faced  with  a  double  whammy.  All  of  us  will  see  the  value  of  our  property 
decrease.  Many  of  us  will  lose  our  homes  and/or  our  property  outright.  The  rest  of  us  will  be  cut 
off  from  many  of  the  trails  in  the  area,  and  riding  our  horses  along  the  local  dirt  roads  and  trails 
is  why  most  of  us  bought  property  here  in  the  first  place. 

Supervisor  Antonovich,  as  a  horse  owner  myself,  I  urge  you  to  contact  Mr.  Richard  immediately 
and  encourage  his  engineers  to  put  HSR  into  the  Angeles  National  Forest  outside  of  Acton,  and 
keep  it  underground  until  it  is  south  of  Acton.  In  particular,  I  would  like  you  to  stress  that  the 
“yellow  corridor”  must  be  adjusted  so  that  it  will  not  daylight  anywhere  in  Acton.  That’s  the 
only  route  HSR  can  take  without  impacting  any  local  communities.  As  you  know,  Acton  is 
unique — a  small,  unincorporated  community  where  the  horse  population  probably  outnumbers 
the  human  population.  According  to  a  Lancaster  rancher,  wild  horses  occupied  the  Juniper 
Ridge  Lane  area  well  into  the  1950s.  In  many  ways  our  town  is  a  throwback  to  a  way  of  life  that 
has  mostly  disappeared  elsewhere  in  Southern  Californian — many  of  our  residents  still  raise 
cattle,  and  actual  cowboys  mingle  with  Acton  Town  Council  members  at  the  post  office. 

We  ask  Mr.  Richard  to  respect  our  heritage  and  our  way  of  life  by  adjusting  the  “yellow 
corridor”  and  keeping  the  HSR  underground  so  that  it  does  not  impact  Acton  at  any  point. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration,  and  we  look  forward  to  your  reply. 

Sincerely, 


Joan  Fry 


Cc: 

Dan  Richard,  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Michael  Hughes,  Acton  Town  Council 

Don  Henry,  Agua  Dulce  Town  Council 

Ralph  Vartabedian,  Los  Angeles  Times 

Lillian  Smith,  Agua  Dulce/Acton  Journal 

Gayle  Joyce,  Acton/Agua  Dulce  News 
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Linda  Fullerton 

9800  Craigmitchell  Lane 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 


September  6,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

re:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section  of  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  moved  to  Shadow  Hills  ini 972,  (42  years  ago).  I  am  a  voting  citizen  and  extremely  diligent  in  promoting  and 
protecting  our  community  known  as  Shadow  Hills.  I  am  appalled  at  this  vague  proposed  HSR  corridor  and  the 
procedure  in  which  it  has  been  presented  to  our  community.  This  path  has  been  earmarked  as  a  straight  shot 
through  Sylmar,  Lake  View  Terrace,  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  Hansen  Dam,  Shadow  Hills,  and  La  Tuna  Canyon. 

Over  the  years  we  have  been  diligent  in  establishing  our  Scenic  Corridor  Plan  and  documenting  our  rural 
community  plan,  which  protects  our  equestrian  property  rights  and  our  beloved  Hansen  Dam.  The  proposed 
destruction  of  our  community  is  unconscionable.  Your  presented  plan  will  destroy  valuable  open  space  which 
can  never  be  replaced;  destroy  much  or  perhaps  all  use  of  our  local  hiking  and  equestrian  trails,  endanger  the 
wild  animal  life  that  inhabit  Hansen  Dam  as  a  corridor  to  Angeles  National  Forest  and  also  know  Hansen  Dam 
and  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  area  as  their  home. 

This  propose  HSR  option  will  destroy  our  way  of  life  in  Shadow  Hill  and  forever  take  away  one  of  the  remaining 
rural  areas  in  Los  Angeles  city  in  which  families  can  choose  to  raise  their  children  in  a  country  atmosphere. 

In  addition  to  my  above  concerns,  the  fact  that  we  are  in  a  proven  active  earthquake  fault  and  the  Big  Tujunga 
Wash  is  a  documented  flood  plain;  where  this  to  move  forward  as  proposed,  the  liability  to  the  project  would  be 
insurmountable. 

There  are  many  reasons  why  this  proposed  course  for  the  HSR  is  above  and  beyond  rational. 

All  of  the  issues  can  be  specifically  addressed  if  you  choose  not  to  redirect  this  plan  and  when  you  actually 
provide  us  with  the  details  in  specifics  that  we  can  attack,  one  by  one. 

Sincerely, 


Linda  L.  Fullerton 


CC:  SHPOA;  Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich,  Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky,  Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes;  Mayor 
Gil  Garcetti;  Assemblyman  Bocanegra,  Congressman  Adam  Shiff 
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The  following  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  the  construction  of  a  high  speed  train 
between  Palmdale  and  Burbank  via  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  Little 
Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga,  and  Hansen  Dam: 


*How  the  environment  would  be  affected* 

The  environment  would  be  impacted  in  a  number  of  ways.  The  actual  process 
of  constructing  a  tunnel  that  passed  under  the  National  Forrest  would 
completely  disturb  the  eco  system  and  environment.  After,  the  pressure 
release  hatches,  service  roads,  escape  hatches,  and  vibration  connected  to 
the  function  of  a  high  speed  train  would  destroy  what  is  now  a  thriving 
natural  environment. 


The  Hansen  Dam  recreation  area  itself  is  home  to  a  Wildlife  Way  Station  and 
bird  sanctuary,  both  of  which  would  cease  to  function  as  habitats.  As  an 
avid  horseback  rider  who  regularly  rides  in  Hansen  Dam  and  the  Angeles 
National  Forest,  I  often  see  all  sorts  of  wildlife,  including  coyote,  deer, 
bobcats,  herons,  and  all  kinds  of  birds.  All  of  those  animals  would 
disappear  from  the  area  should  a  high  speed  train  be  built.  The  natural 
environment  would  be  decimated  if  not  by  the  rail's  construction,  than  by 
its  daily  function. 

The  wash  that  passes  between  the  National  Forest  and  Hansen  Dam  would 
be 

rendered  inaccessible  for  recreation,  and,  as  a  natural  egress  for  floods, 
cease  to  function  and,  when  it  rains  heavily,  cause  untold  damage  to  the 
environment,  ranches,  and  existing  homes  in  the  surrounding  area. 


*Other  issues  with  the  high  speed  train  passing  under  the  Angeles  National 
Forest,  Little  Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga  and  Hansen  Dam  * 

The  Angeles  National  Forest,  Hansen  Dam,  Little  Tujunga  and  Big  Tujunga 
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wash  are  accessed  by  thousands  of  people,  from  equestrians,  mountain 
bikers,  bird  watchers  and  naturalists  to  school  field  trips  and  people  with 
dogs. 

In  addition  to  a  recreation  area,  the  wash  itself  acts  as  a  thoroughfare, 
allowing  all  of  the  above  safe  passage  between  the  Angeles  National  Forest 
and  Hansen  Dam  Recreation  area,  as  well  as  all  the  homes  and  stables  in 
between.  A  high  speed  train  would  render  the  wash  impassable  and  thus 
completely  cut  off  all  access  to  trails  and  parks. 

Horses  will  not  travel  near,  under,  or  beside  a  high  speed  train  safely. 

Due  to  the  boundary  requirements  of  a  high  speed  train,  the  wash  would  be 
totally  blocked  off.  I  would  no  longer  be  able  to  ride  from  my  stable 
(which  backs  up  to  the  wash  into  the  Forest  and  Hansen  dam),  into  those 
areas  without  using  dangerous,  highly  trafficked  roads. 

On  weekdays  I  often  see  school  groups  in  the  wash  and  observe  school  kids 
explore  the  environment,  collect  rocks,  and  learn  about  the  natural  world. 

It  would  be  an  utter,  devastating  loss  should  a  train  be  built  to  pass 
under  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  and  through  Little  Tujunga,  Big  Tujunga, 
and  the  Hansen  Dam  recreation  area. 

Though  I  live  in  Westwood,  I  drive  out  to  the  Lakeview  Terrace  area  4-5 
times  a  week.  The  area's  nature,  peace  and  beauty  are  one  of  a  kind. 
Construction  of  a  high-speed  train  would  destroy  a  place  that,  though 
physically  close  to  Los  Angeles,  is  worlds  apart. 


*Additional  Comments* 

There  is  no  logical  reason  to  destroy  this  natural  area  when  the  rail  could 
leverage  and  parallel  the  existing  infrastructure.  In  fact,  not  doing  so 
would  be  an  indefensible  waste  of  resources.  In  this  day  and  age,  and  in 
this  sprawling,  urban  area,  efficient  use  of  resources  and  preservation  of 
what  pockets  of  nature  remain  is  paramount. 


Julie  Galetar 

Cell:  (323)  684-5173 
Email:  julie.galetar@gmail.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #363  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

George 

Last  Name  : 

Gamble 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

9915  Me  Broom  St. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818-951-2707 

Email  : 

gemradionet@hotmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 


California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
LA,  CA  90012 

email:  palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

We  as  residents  of  the  Shadow  Hills  neighborhood  would  like  to  comment  on 
the  idea  of  the  High  Speed 

Rail  route  that  goes  through  Sun  Valley,  Lake  View  Terrace  and  Angeles 
National  Forest.  However,  we  find  it  difficult 

to  comment  on  something  that  has  so  little  information  available  on  the 
concept  of  running  through  the  mountains, 

Also,  the  comment  period  of  three  weeks  does  not  begin  to  give  the 
community  proper  time  to  even  think  of  all  the  ramifications. 

This  alternate  route  concept  sounds  ludicrous  based  on  three  major  reasons: 

1.  The  idea  of  deviating  from  established  railroad  or  highway  right  of  ways, 
must  be  much  more  problematic  and 

costly  to  build. 

2.  Running  the  tunnels  in  an  active  mountain  building  range,  through  three 
major  earthquake  faults, 

and  under  at  least  a  half  a  mile  deep  of  mountain  would  endanger  the  lives  of 
anyone  who  rode  this  train. 

3.  Any  high  speed  vehicle  traveling  at  100  to  200  MPH  will  have  devastating 
impacts  on  any  wildlife  in  the  Angeles 

National  Forest. 
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We  are  certain  there  are  plenty  of  other  problems  with  this  concept  but  need 
more  information  and  time  to  review  the  details. 

Please  keep  us  and  the  communities  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley  apprized  of 
the  developments  of  the  HSR  studies  so  we  can 
participate  in  their  review. 

Sincerely, 

George  &  Jacqy  Gamble 
9915  Me  Broom  St. 

Shadow  Hills,  CA.  91040 
818  951-2707 
Gemradionet@hotmail.com 

ec: 

Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes  -  felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich  -  fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky  -  zev@bos.lacounty.gov 

Mayor  Garcetti  -  mayor.garcetti@lacity.org 

Assemblyman  Bocanegra  -  raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

Congressman  Schiff  -  https://schiff.house.gov/email-congressman-schiff1 

Assemblymember  Scott  Wilk  - 
Assemblymember.Wilk@outreach.assembly.ca.gov 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Record  Date  : 
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Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/26/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Mike 

Garcia 


CA 

00000 

mgarcia@theautry.org 


No 

Good  morning, 


I  would  like  to  express  my  concern  and  protest  against  building  the  California 
High  Speed  Rail  conveyance  through  any  portion  of  the  Angeles  National 
Forest.  It  is  appalling  and  irreverent  to  destroy  any  natural  surroundings  that 
offer  a  home  to  various  animal  wildlife  and  a  tranquil  destination  for  those 
who  enjoy  the  natural  beauty  of  this  area. 


"Industrial  Progress"  is  a  phrase  that  can  have  much  impact  upon  societal 
contribution,  yet  given  its  purpose  for  pursuing  an  idea,  one  should  reflect 
upon  the  long  term  effect  of  carrying  out  a  plan,  it  is  clear  that  many  of  us 
would  like  to  travel  faster  and  more  directly  to  our  destination,  but  at  the  risk 
of  moving  life  faster  without  improving  our  own  self-worth,  we  remain  with  a 
greater  loss  by  destroying  natural  land  at  the  same  time.  I  would  not  support 
any  such  brazen  effort  to  construct  anything  through  natural  land. 


Thank  you, 

Mike  Garcia 

This  e-mail  and  any  attachments  may  contain  confidential  material  and  are 
solely  for  the  use  of  the  intended  recipient(s).  If  you  have  received  this  e-mail 
in  error,  please  notify  the  sender  immediately  and  delete  this  e-mail.  If  you 
are  not  the  intended  recipient(s),  you  must  not  use,  retain,  or  disclose  any 
information  contained  in  this  e-mail.  Any  views  or  opinions  are  solely  those  of 
the  sender  and  do  not  necessarily  represent  those  of  the  Autry  National 
Center.  The  Autry  National  Center  does  not  guarantee  that  this  e-mail  and 
any  attachments  are  free  from  viruses  or  100%  secure.  Unless  expressly 
stated  in  the  body  of  the  text  of  the  e-mail,  this  e-mail  is  not  intended  to  form 
a  binding  contract. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #657  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  oppose  running  a  high-speed  rail  through  either  Little  or  Big  Tujunga 

Canyon  to  Hansen  Dam.  This  will  displace  wildlife,  horses  and  humans.  This 
area  is  such  a  special  place,  and  enjoyed  by  recreationers  of  all  types. 

What  a  thrill  to  be  able  to  drive  20  minutes  in  Los  Angeles  to  a  place  where 
you  can  be  on  the  trail  and  see  deer,  coyote,  rabbits,  snakes  and  rare  birds 
and  not  hear  ringing  cell  phones  and  honking  horns.  It  is  so  beautiful  and 
would  be  a  horrible  shame  and  terrible  loss  to  displace  that  wildlife  and 
deprive  Los  Angelenos  from  this  treasure  and  respite  from  our  overly 
congested  city. 

Jennifer  Gardner 

8560  West  Sunset  Blvd.,  5th  Floor 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90069 
t  +1  310.694.9855 
f  +1  310.694.9858 
m  +1  310.993.9766 

On  the  web: 

Gardner+Associates  <http://www.jgardnerassociates.com> 

L  <http://losangelescriminallawdefense.com>  os  Angeles  Criminal  Law 
Defense 

<http://losangelescriminallawdefense.com> 

Blog  <http://jgardnerassociates.com/blog/> 

3ITs  not  enough  to  rage  against  the  lie...  youVe  got  to  replace  it  with 

the  truth.2 

Bono 

PRIVILEGED  AND  CONFIDENTIAL:  This  communication,  including 
attachments,  is 

for  the  exclusive  use  of  addressee  and  may  contain  proprietary,  confidential 
or  privileged  information.  If  you  are  not  the  intended  recipient,  any  use, 
copying,  disclosure,  dissemination  or  distribution  is  strictly  prohibited. 

If  you're  not  the  intended  recipient,  please  notify  the  sender  immediately 
by  return  email  and  delete  this  communication  and  destroy  all  copies. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/25/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Jennifer 

Gardner 


8560  West  Sunset  Blvd.,  5th  Floor 

Los  Angeles 
CA 

90069 

310.694.9855 

jgardner@jgardnerassociates.com 
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EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1243  (Cathy  Gardner,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #577  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Cathy 

Last  Name  : 

Gardner 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

209  Montreal 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Los  Angeles 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

90293 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

gardner4@earthlink.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Please  do  not  support  the  high  speed  train  tunnel  through  the  Angeles 

National  Forest. 


This  is  an  unacceptable  risk,  unacceptable  cost,  unacceptable  tax  and 
unacceptable  impact  on  our  dwindling  wildlife  and  forests. 

Find  a  way  to  move  people  through  areas  where  people  live. 

Sincerely, 

Catherine  Gardner 

209  Montreal 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90293 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1244  (Moragne  Garfield,  August  12,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


***“  6agrlgU> 

AILEJifeE.  LULA  I  DUN!  \\ 


DATE  i 


MTIlIJm&Ns  WI  Ot-'riT 


CITY} 


ITATE= 


C/4 


Ilh 


wav  lb  vau  HKf  to  et  apoep  to  am  m^iiliKb  tiro*  .ch«k«h  ■■■■<  wu» 

1  i'J i J  T H  Thi*  -Ilkj  rr£K  iu!iil3uIe  !-it  tartcL.  crqKia  m  icam  Irf  i!  tit-liLc: 


■I.  J  A  I  I  WIU  l'  ^p-  D'JI  fa  LI  IIA  L  j  I  Ll  IflU  14  IT  A  hi  K 

H  ll  Efl  (N  H  M.  TD  LOS  ANGELES 


flCASL  LliT  Thi  EN  VI  n  &N  MENT  At  ISSUES  THAT  VO  If  ARE  CONCERNED  'tV-IT  Hi  AND  WOULD  Ll  K  L  TO  3  EC  AC  PRESSED  IH  THE  PALUDAL!  TO 
*URi*NK  PROJECT  LEVEL  IM  V*  RO  NME  N  T4L  DOClfffllWf  ■  PLEASE  RE  AS  If  UJfFC  Af 

X  t>"*l  “i  Slut  ^  4i tut  !  $  '-1(^41  i<v;-  i  ^ 

K'V^VI  i-^G tT  ivl'A  USft  k.:u.iliq'hr  OJ  A>V  tJ0mV 

JT"  ^  l**?  **Sn*fc  R^il  WCtf  W  VlK.  4r«tfa' 

*■*”*  *"'■  ^  *’  HP.  «*.  -.1  ^  om  Jpitrr 

,k  'JrAi  T>+E  |..>'*iA.sr  Qy;  pnC^oTfo'1 


WHA1  OIHFH  ISSUC I  W-D  JLb  TO  If  LIKE  i*ti  PHOJtCf  LIVE  L  4  N  VIKGJl  ME  N  EA  L  GQClfME  NT  T  O  ADO  PI  ESS  3 

Uft 


ADDITIONAL  CO-MMIHTId 


Eli  nfm  tuu  ruS  ruiifi  MMIEIMliah  I*.  Juki  EM  d*ch(  i  a  ft  I  pRiill  yv. 

FL  LAS  E  SUBMIT  VOUK  SCOPING  EDMMEP+T  M3HM  AT  THE  3IGN.IH  T  AIL  L  10 II  MAIL  THJS  PJ?*-A  P  D  R  E3  5  ED  fOAM- 
lfOU  MAY  ALSO  3UHMIT  IT  VI  A  EMA I L  TOi  pjl  m  □  i  1 I  ll  urairih  pHiir.iTB .  y  uv, 


CALIFORNIA  f%  at  TijirisptirliitKifi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-548 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1245  (Paul  and  Karen  Garibaldi,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #512  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Paul 

Last  Name  : 

Garibaldi 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10514  Mahoney  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

pgaribaldi@ca.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

We  are  writing  you  to  voice  our  strong  opposition  to  the  proposed  High  Speed 
Rail  line  running  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash,  Shadow  Hills,  and  the 
Angeles  Crest  Forest. 

The  proposal  by  Supervisor  Antonovich  is  a  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor. 
It  is  an  irresponsible  and  vague  proposal  that  encompasses  an  area  of  nearly 
500  square  miles  and  places  entire  communities  and  homes  in  the  path  of  the 
High  Speed  Rail  line. 

We  are  adamantly  opposed  to  any  HSR  line  that  comes  through  the  Big 
Tujunga  Wash  and  the  Shadow  Hills  community!  In  addition  to  affecting 
residential  property  values,  the  proposal  would  have  a  detrimental  effect  on 
one  of  the  last  open  spaces  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  that  is  enjoyed  not  just 
by  local  Shadow  Hills’  residents,  but  by  residents  of  Pacoima,  Lake  View 
Terrace,  Tujunga,  Sylmar,  San  Fernando  and  a  multitude  of  other  local 
communities  that  desperately  need  open  space. 

The  Big  Tujunga  Wash  is  also  home  to  endangered  species,  federal  waters, 
and  one  of  the  few  remaining  unspoiled  watersheds  from  the  Angeles 
National  Forest.  We  believe  that  numerous  environmental  obstacles  raise 
insurmountable  costs  for  the  proposal  and  would  also  make  it  an  infeasible 
option. 

Any  High  Speed  Rail  line  must  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas, 
not  through  residential  and/or  environmentally  sensitive  areas.  The  original 
proposed  route  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  line  along  Interstate  5  and  Route  14  is, 
by  far,  a  superior  solution. 


Paul  and  Karen  Garibaldi 
10514  Mahoney  Drive 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 

(818)  951-1873 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-550 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1246  (Tony  Garibian,  August  12,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 
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nUHhANK  l-hOJGST  Hull  tnvinDhAiCNTAL  DOCUMENT,  n  MH  ■■■  Ai  ipp  timl  A&  raiiiifLi. 


L'J  h  n  l  ttTHII  IllliEi  WQlfL  B  YOU  LIKE  T  lit  HOJICT  UV  EM  NV1SON  Mi  NTAL  HOC  \tM  EWT  Tfl  AFlDfll^l 
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^uick^-l-  fouk?. . 


T  if  All  H  YGUfOF  TTOUN  pjfcniinr^TPDN  ik  e  mi  iMroiiTAwl  rriUEEii, 
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Submission  1246  (Tony  Garibian,  August  12,  2014) 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Spatti  Roil  Aiirhorify 

7&D  North  Aiam&da  Sfreel,  Room  3-53? 

Lg&  Angelas,  CA  050 1 2 


^  mz  citPr- 


L  J-V 

lt:  auc  1  w 

FM  $  L 


PlAt.t 

STAMP 

HLXb 

Mark  A.  Me  Lough  [in 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


BOG  1  2338333  *  'Hi  jNfl% 1 M p'fo'H h  M M 1 1  'lij  'jj^r 
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Submission  1247  (Kristin  Garner,  August  29,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA 


High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


PaimtSa/f  to  Burbank  Pettier; 
Scoping  Comment  Curd 


Q:  c*  r  v\Gl  i f 


MEEW.iOWTiDU 


A<lAoo 


ALhliatiq*, 


DATE 

3")  ,14 


^  \v ^  ^  A \  ' Q Gjc.A’ Y-ki'H f v 11  *  1  3C1‘3  b b*-vO 

iwuitj  t™  ue  nj  m  ammo  to  am  m*.  ii>c  tbtt*  CQWt  >n  owt  imtovik  to  *-Pi— r 
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I  of  •S 


F*lmd*le  To  Qurb^nk  itciion  Scoptng  Comment  ujrd 
August  17, 2014 

Kristin  G  jnrin 
ftprJng  I  option:  Avion 

302^5  A U54  C;rt  Rttirj,  MmtUle  tJ  33  E.  IU  |  Aden  A  res} 

(Wyw,cc*n 

Gotpotiery@iot.cDm 

My  husband  and  l  moved  to  Ac  ion  2U  years  nyn  in  order  in  gel  away  from  the  lily  noises,  Lights, 
Lu*d  pullulmn. 

How  Is  the  High  Speed  Rtid  Aultmrils  going  tn  iridr ess  the  Mcoity  and  aeshietics  uTa  i-mall 
rural  town'1  The  fencing,  lighting,  lui i nt: l>  cki ts,  overhead ;  viaducts,  caceruric*,  and  more  will 
danirLiy  lEm  heAuly  of  our  ninal  town  'I  lie  lights  will  lake  away  from  the  duik  mgfti  sky  that  so 
fnanv  have  tou£hi  to  preserve  The  lei  icing  and  deviled  structures  will  block  lbs  view  of  am 
National  Forest  and  more, 

W hnl  wilt  the  High  Speed  Rad  Aulhuraly  do iu  insure  the  Equality  ut  ourair? My  children  suftei 
Irum  asthma,  another  reason  we  moved  away  from  the  ulvund  pollution  1  he  tunneling  will 
release  particles  mio  the  oLr  wilh  unknown  health  consequences. 

We  live  so  Ac  mn  near  the  Angeles  Haliucnl  Fyiehl  [u  enjoy  the  wt  I  ill  lie  Wbfll  wfll  be  done  to 
proieci  i  he  wddJLl'e  habiras?  Mountain  lions,  bolx-au*  quail.  homed  loids.  deer.  refidni  niters, 
coy  ole*,  and  many  mere  migrate  through,  hibernate,  breed,  and  live  in  nur  backyards  and  all 
nmund  Acton  Hqw  wilt  ihc  noise  iuid  destruction  nol  desiroy  ihcir  breeding  jsromids  arid 
homelands1;1  tJur  hnmt  is  suitourtdrd  by  ilic  National  Fuiltu.  U  is  in  u  special  area  called  Reai 
Trap  Canyon  Rear  Trap  Canyon  is  oJTof  Mso  Canyon  dose  to  Angdcs  Forest  I  lighway  You 
ear  locale-  u  on  ft  Forest  Service  map  Oui  fso^rty  has  a  year  round  -rream  that  runs  through  it 
which  is  ihc  home  to  many  species  ol  aq uatic  wildlife  ind tiding  the  Red  Legged  Frog  lire 
stream  also  provides  drmkinp  pTtuindJ  ter  many  of  the  area*  wildlife  How  will  the  construction 
and  operation  nflhc  High  Speed  Rail  not  impaci  l  he  safely  of  the  water  in  ttiu  area7 
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Palmdale  lo  ftuftoank  Section  Scoping  Comment  Card 
August  ?  201 4 

Kristin  Garmt 
Meeting  Location;  Atcon 

30235  Aliso  Cyn  fioad,  Palmdale  Ca  93 Sin  (A nan  Are*) 

(Afil  iV^-fiFUtn 
G^Tpotterv@dOl  (LOm 

When  we  moved  m  Arron  u*  were  easeful  lo  find  a  property  a  way  from  pow^r  lines.  I  have  how 
learned  thai  ekcrromagneiic  waves  are  generated  by  the  I  ligh  Speed  RbII  How  will  you  insure 
thi.s  does  not  sflfecT  my  Family's  health?  My  family  already  has  a  history  of  ranrers.  I  do Oul  trust 
that  ihcM:  dctfjom&jpictic  iiclds .arc  aalfc  1  have  read  that  lliev cause hind  aches  anil fatigue. 

Wliiil  will  the  High  Speed  Kail  Authority  do  lo  ensure  me  and  my  lUrniEy  thai  these 
declroinagrrclie  fields  will  not  harm  mar  health? 

My  husband  has  suffered  from  chronic  pom  due  m  a  motorcycle  incident  in  iUUI  t  le  already  h.v. 
iruuble  creeping  und  suUlts  from  stress  and  depression.  T  he  ccrtEHmU  vibration  thai  will  he 
u&used  during  eomfruclinn  is  a  huge  concern  for  a?  Wlial  will  ihe  Etijj.li  Speed  Kail  Authority  do 
in  Ihc  ease  Hull  wc  cannot  h  vc  m  our  home  during  and  or  aftei  cwutiucLion  due  lo  vibration, 
uuise.  and  lights? 

We  own  two  properties  in  Acton  hoth  which  m  m  the  Aliso  Cunyon  urea  Hit*  train  will  lower 
property  values Ihroughoui  Acton  Slow  will  The  High  Speed  Kail  Authority  in-sure  thru  we  do 
nul  lose  nil  of  our  investment  in  the.se  homes?  ’Not  only  do  we  live  in  Aclon,  I  have  been  working 
in  Aclou  fur  1 0  yran,  I  have  heun  building  my  clientele,  trying  iy  provide  ior  my  family  When 
Acton  values  drop  and  homeowners  walk  away  from  their  homes  due  to  Ihe  intolerable  noise* 
uieaied  by  the  tram,  how  will  the  Authority  help  mo  to  rebuild  my  business? 

In  the  AIlso  Canypii  area  ihcrearu  fotir  earthquake  fault  lines  thai  I  am  aware  of  How  will  the 
High  Speed  Kail  Authority  prolcct  I  lie  public  dun  rip  arid  alier  construction  during  any  ^cisniiu 
activity? 
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H  ofS 

Ptimdai*  Tt>  Burbank  lectin  Scaping  Comment  '... .nrrt 
August  2  IW 
Kris!  In  Game* 

I  m.'iliHjn  Attain 

502SS  Aiiso  t,vn  Read,  R.ilmdale  y-JSHJ  (Acion  At<w] 
egm  wrw,  r.w 

tjotpotterv^Bokcom 

How  does  the  Hfgh  Speed  Rail  Aulhunty  address  the  sonic  honm  Fnaor?  We  live  m  * 

GCLiiiiLynity  with  many  huac£  and  horseback  nders  We  will  all  be  Stressed  by  the  iunic  booms, 
tuid  these  of  ns  (ha!  Jhivl*  isiyusIcU  in  huisu*  Lind  horse  facilities  will  tto  longer  be  able  iv  ndc  our 
fiorfies  Ic  would  be  a  safely  hazard  Wrll  the  Fhgh  Speed  Rail  Authoniy  compcn>LUe  for  rlie 
investment  kisi  regarding  horse  property,  liorse  rarililits,  and:  Ehe  relocation  of  out  hordes  and 
other  livestock  shat  cannot  handle  I  he  stress  of  die  sonic  bourns?  Wc  have  invested  money  and 
itme  an  our  property  io  be  Able  to  hoard  liorses.  If  the  tutun  comes  our  way  we  wall  loir  oiu 
boarders  and  our  investment  will  L^c  losr  Whit  will  Uie  Hi^h  Speed  Katl  Authority  do  lo 
compensate  us  lor  this  loss? 

We  would  never  have  chosen  10  five  in  an  area  with  pesticide  use,  such  as  large  convenuonal 
farming  ans^n  L  now  read  thru  the  High  Speed  Rad  Aulltvrity  will  use  pesticides  m  maintain 
tracks  I  dnn'i  even  warn  to  ask  whai  yon  will  do  to  ensure  our  safely  J  he  only  wav  to  ensure 
our  fLafely  i.i  io  not  use  (Mickles  if  you  do  use  pesticides  will  you  be  able  to  ensure  ihni  the 
pc*Licarfc>  do  nut  W^eM  into  wrll  water'1  Will  you  be  able  Ur  ensure  ifmt  there  arc  not  pesticides 
drifting  in  the  air? 

I  would  of  course  like  io  see  iFie  train  not  come  through  Acton  at  all  E  would  ask  lhai  F  [igh  Speed 
Rail  AtUhorily  plcsac  re-draw  ihr  lines  and  slay  m&y  fiora  the  A I  iso  Canyon  tin  The  Aliso 
Canyon  area  is  unique  1 1  has  run  off  from  the  Angeles  forest  year  round,  even  during  drouphEs 
we  have  u  small  lim-iumt  of  water  left  in  nurmany  Breams,  giving  life  lothe  wildlife  and  natural 
habitats.  Again,  there  arc  many  Native  American  Arrifiitis  found  in  our  hills  und  valley*.  Please 
shiv  away  from  the  untouched  Angeles  forest  and  Aliso  Canyon  area.  [f  you  would  like  I  b  riber 
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tnConMliOti  on  many  found  mtifiicls  pic asc  feel  tree  in  tail  me  as  n  may  save  |Jic  AHm?  Canyon 

iitEil  nurioundtiPg  areas. 


S  i  ccu'.c  '-■[> , 


Kraslri]  mill  ftuben  Gninei  ,  rwenly  ytfir  resident. 
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I  mewed  (o  Ac  ion  20  years  ago  m  order  to  get  away  from  the  city  noises,  lights,  and  pollution 
How  i,h  the  High  Speed  Rad  Authority  going  to  address  the  serenity  and  aesthetics  of  a  small 
rural  town/1  The  (enemy,  lighting,  tunnels  exits,  overhead  viaducts,  catenaries,  and  more  will 
destroy  the  beauty  of  our  rural  town.  1110  lights  will  rake  away  from  the  dark  night  sky  that  so 
many  have  foughi  to  preserve  The  fencing  and  elevated  structures  will  block  die  view  of  our 
National  forest  and  more. 

What  will  The  I  ligh  .Speed  Rail  Authority  do  to  insure  the  quality  of  our  air?  My  children  suffer 
from  asthma.,  another  reason  we  moved  away  from  the  city  and  pollution  The  tunneling  will 
release  panicles  into  the  air  with  unknown  health  consequences 

We  live  in  Acton  near  the  Angeles  National  Honest  to  enjoy  the  wildlife.  What  will  be  done  to 
protect  Ihe  wildlife  habitats?  Mountain  lions,  bobcats,  quad,  homed  toads.  Jeer,  roadnmners, 
coyotes  and  many  more  migrate  through,  hibernate,  breed,  and  live  in  our  backyards  and  all 
around  Acton  E  low  will  the  noise  and  destruction  not  destroy  their  breeding  grounds  and 
homelands? 

Acton  is  the  site  of  many  Native  American  grounds  where  many  artifacts  have  been  discovered 
How  will  the  1  ligh  Speed  Rail  not  destroy  these  undiscovered  measures?  Many  homeowners 
trie  lading  myself  have  discovered  artifacts  on  our  property  and  while  hiking 
j  live  jn  the  new  proposed  route,  "The  Slug"  Without  the  High  Speed  Rail  drawing  a  line,  a 
specific  route,  I  do  nol  know  how  I  will  be  impacted.  I  do  not  know  how  to  prepare  for  possible 
impacts.  I  do  not  know  if  a  staging  area  will  be  near  my  home.  I  do  not  know  if  my  home  is  in 
danger  of  massive  properly  value  loss  due  to  an  unsightly  and  a  deafening  train  running  near  it  E 
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do  not  know  if  the  stability  of  my  land  will  be  in  danger  due  to  tunneling.  1  do  know  regardless 
of  where  this  train  runs  all  of  our  property  values  in  Acton  will  drastically  decline  because  the 
value  \h  hi  the  peace  and  quid  of  our  community  Thai  is  I  he  only  reason  people  move  this  far 
away  from  Lhc  cily  They  move  here  lo  enjoy  the  quid  They  move  her  to  enjoy  the  beauty  of  the 
surrounding  forcsl,  vegetation,  imd  wildlife  Thd  move  her  to  raise  animals  They  move  here  to 
tty  to  turn  back  time:  to  a  lime  when  America  w*s  just  beginning  and  people  worked  and  relied 
on  their  land  What  will  ihe  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  do  to  ensure  the  residents  of  Aclon  do  nol 
Eo$e  llti.s  nght  to  enjoy  their  land  and  ihcir  peace  and  quid?  What  will  you  do  to  ensure  Lhat  I  do 
not  lose  my  right  lo  enjoy  my  land  and  live  in  peace  and  quiet? 

When  1  moved  to  Acton  l  was  careful  to  find  a  property  away  from  power  lines.  I  have  now 
learned  lhat  electromagnetic  waves  are  generated  by  the  High  Speed  Rail.  I  tow  will  you  insure 
itus  docs  not  afTeei  my  health?  My  family  already  has  a  history  of  cancers  I  do  not  trust  that 
shoe  electromagnetic  tidds  are  safe  E  have  read  lhat  they  cause  headaches  and  faiLgue  What 
will  (he  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  do  to  ensure  me  and  my  family  that  these  clecttomtLgnclic 
Helds  will  not  harm  our  health? 

I  own  two  properties  in  Aclon  both  which  are  in  the  Aliso  Canyon  area.  This  tram  will  lower 
property  values  throughout  Acton,  How  will  The  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  insure  that  J  do  nol 
lose  all  of  my  investment  in  ihese  homes'1  Not  only  do  I  Eivc  m  Aclon.  I  have  beert  working  tn 
Aclon  for  10  yea^  I  have  been  building  my  clientele,  try  mu  lo  provide  for  my  family  When 
Aclon  values  drop  and  homeowners  walk  away  from  ihcir  homes  due  lo  the  intolerable  noises 
created  by  the  tram,  how1  will  lhc  Authority  hdp  me  to  rebuild  my  busmcss,J 
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In  ihrc  All  so  Canyon  area  there  m  tour  earthquake  fault  lines  lhai  I  am  m  of  How  will  the 
High  Speed  Ftitil  Authority  protect  ihe  pohlitdurmgandanereonsuiieiLOinJunngany  seismic 
activity? 

How  docs  i he  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  address  the  sonic  boom  factor?  We  live  in  a 
community  with  many  horses  and  horseback  riders  We  will  aH  he  strewed  by  the  sonic  booms, 
and  those  of  us  shai  have  invested  m  horses  and  horse  facilities  will  no  longer  be  abfe  lo  ndc  our 
horses  f!  would  he  a  safely  hazard  Will  the  ]  Jigli  .Speed  Rail  Authority  compensate  for  the 
investment  lost  regarding  horse  property,  horse  facilities*  and  the  relocation  of  our  horses  and 
other  livestock  Lhai  cannot  handle  the  stress  of  the  sonic  booms'" 

I  would  never  have  chosen  to  live  in  an  area  with  pesticide  use,  such  as  large  conventional, 
farming  areas  I  now  read  that  the  High  Speed  Ruit  Authority  will  use  pesticide*  to  maintain 
tracks.  I  don't  even  want  to  ask  what  you  will  do  to  ensure  our  safety  [Tie  only  way  so  ensure 
our  safely  is  io  not  use  pesticides.  If  you  do  use  pesticides  will  you  be  able  lo  ensure  [ba[  the 
pesticides  do  noi  leach  into  well  water?  Will  you  be  able  to  ensure  that  there  are  not  pesiicidcs 
drifting  in  the  air? 

I  would  of  course  like  to  see  the  train  not  conic  through  Acton  at  all  t  would  ask  that  High  Speed 
Rail  Authority  please  re -draw  she  lines  and  slay  away  from  the  A I  iso  Canyon  area  lire  Aliso 
Canyon  area  i  s  unique  (t  has  run  off  from  the  Angeles  Forest  year  round,  even  during  droughts 
we  have  a  small  amount  of  water  left  in  our  many  streams,  giving  life  to  the  wildlife  and  natural 
hubitai*.  Again,  there  are  many  Native  American  Artifacts  found  in  our  hills  and  talteys.  Please 
slay  away  from  the  untouched  Angeles  fores!  and  Aliso  Canyon  area  If  you  would  like  further 
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information  on  many  found  artifacts  please  feel  free  to  call  me  as  it  may  save  the  Aliso  Canyon 
and  surrounding  areas. 

Sincerely, 

Kristin  Gamer  a  twenty  year  resident. 
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9924  Poole  Avenue 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

00000 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

shpoa@shpoa.us 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  FROM  Heidi  Geyer 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental 

ServicesPalmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.govATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 
PROJECT  SECTIONCalifornia  High  Speed  Rail  AuthoritySouthern  California 
Regional  Office700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532LA,  CA  90012  Dear  Mr. 
McLoughlin:  1  fully  oppose  this  HSR  and  it's  proposed  route  as  it  will  interfere 
with  water  resources,  free  flowing  rivers  and  natural  springs,  hiking  and  horse 
trails,  nature,  wild  animals  and  vegetation,  as  well  as  possibly  cause  ruin  to 
communities  who  have  become  more  than  residents  and  neighbors,  they  are 
now  family  and  friends. Sincerely, Heidi  Geyer9924  Poole  AvenueShadow 

Hills,  Ca 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Yes 

Need  PI  response  : 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 

In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 

CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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Submission  1251  (Richard  Gilman,  September  8,  2014) 


August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr,  Morales; 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County,  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

1  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CH5RA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


W.a.  Oitfi.in  TrfOt 
cir  Tr,iriyf.tirkibrwi 

RniifBBri 

AdrmnuwttwPi 
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CALIFORNIA  HFgh-SpMd  Rail  Authority  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Comment  Card 

NAME  Michelle  L  Glrion  OATE.  August  29  2UU 

MEETING  LOCATION  Acton/Agua  Dtilce  Library  AFFILIATION  Resident 

ADDRESS  33 107  Dnrama  Aw  EMAILM^ckio^hotiT^r.mm  PHONE.  881.269.0/76 
CfT V-  Acton  STATE:  CA  ZIP  03510-1730 

WOUUS  YOU  LIKE  TO  DC  A0CCD  TO  OUR  MAIUNO  LIST?  Y«-  fltfntiUftH  B^iic^rrh 

PI  FAS*  LiGT  TNF  ^NUmnMMFHTAJ  ISSUES  THAT  tOlf  ARC  CONG  ERNED  WlTW  AND  WOULD  LIRE  IO  SEE 
ftDOftiftSfcD IN  THE  PAL MCA LE  TO  0 USB AN K  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  0OCU WENT  PLEASE  DL  AS 
SPECIFIC  AS  pgssratc. 

Public  Services  Would  this  project  result  in  substantial  adverse  physical  impacts 
associated  with  She  provision  of  new  or  physically  altered  governmental  facilities? 
□unrig  Ihe  long  cnnslructrnn  period,  roadways  through  our  community  wilt  be 
substantially  affected,  leading  to  longer  driving  times  for  residents  and  emergency 
services 

Property  Values1  I  low  will  you  insure  our  homes  do  not  decrease  in  value  once 
you  set  your  determined  route?  To  say  you  don't  "anticipate"  a  toss  in  home 
values  is  grossly  substantially  undervalued  There  will  be  substantial  property  loss 
in  our  town  and  in  my  neighborhood  whether  you  lake  my  home  by  emanate 
domain  or  not.  I've  lived  here  over  30  years  and  now,  are  you  telling  me  in  my 
senior  years,  tny  qua  lily  of  life  will  be  altered?  Damages  to  our  properties  as  well 
as  our  community  may  nor  surface  until  years  from  now  it  is  not  always  possible 
to  anticipate  all  of  the  problems  associated  with  the  High  Speed  Rail  What  fulure 
recourse  do  we  have  to  ameliorate  this  potential  problem? 

Safety:  Isn't  our  community  going  to  be  at  substantial  nsk  for  lerroriat  s  activity 
because  of  Ihis  High  Speed  Rail?  This  is  a  real  target  to  oui  town  -  our  schools, 
businesses  and  homes  Will  hazardous  waste  be  transported  by  way  of  these 
tracks?  Isn't  there  a  potential  tor  a  substantial  disaster  here  in  our  towns? 

Ailematlve  Route1  When  will  the  residents  Of  Santo  Clarita,  Agua  Du  Ice  and  Aclon 
knew  if  the  route  proposed  by  Los  Angeles  County  Supervisor  Michael  Antonovich 
wilt  be  studied?  This  roule  would  not  impact  our  communities  and  has  the  support 
of  all  residents,  businesses,  schools  and  Palmdale  Mayer,  Jim  Ledford  it’s  this  a 
substantial  shorter  route  and  would  no!  impact  our  communities? 


CALIFORNIA  of  T<jirisptTrliitj(i,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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AoE-erjsi|tghiueq _ *  ng  ^jepujjt 

=  IJEW-3  4 


s  1006  VO  'ssiaSu  son 

geS-C  tunoy  laeijs  epauj  » — ■-  |  x/  0 

A)  i  join  n  v  1 1  i  pa  ad$  it  & ;  g - g  «am  ioj  j  |  e  ' 

SI3/UI3  PAST  f<5Jd 

uoip^s  jjueqjnQ  oj  o[t?piL*  a  :uonm 

sagjAj  og  |  b\u  auiii  oka  u  3  j.  j  opoJiQ 

LffiqBnonayM  y  s*  J-  i/\j 


H\m  *1 


S|U0UJUIOa  }[U_^  riB  S5Ea|c 

HQ3  *]■£  IsnBny  Aq  pauiLUC^  n  ^  oq  jsnu 
uojjoa^  psfoJd  >|UEqjng  ctjj  tjl  ejEpLU|ec 
aqi  JG|  sjueimUoo  0ujdo^=>  ^=1  oijqnd  \\\ 


HJJCC  iUCKr*  if  TO#  Df  EUATLGn  |r?  "L  -* 


cj- iwf  B'-n  hi.  Liftam  raujij  #  M  ri 


filOT/F/OT/WM 


CALIFORNIA 

Hiyh-SpNied  Ruil  Aulhorily 


700  Ucsfth  A  lameda  Street,  Ru&m  3-532 
Las  Angfitefl.CASDOl? 


THU  1DEQ  DU 05  DHL? 


i 


(Mark  A.  McLougjitm 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  LbukI  Elft.rElS 
Cal i fojij i a  H i y h -Sp eed  Ra i I  Au thorite 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Lob  Angeles,  C  A  900 12 


<jp 


•  ...  ipirJii^i  -  ii,4i  i|ih'  il  j||i”riii|||M  u  |  y  *  j  I,  hi  i 
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Submission  1253  (Roger  Girion,  August  29,  2014) 


California  High-st»ed  foil  Authority 


NAME  Kcger  L  Ginan 


Palmdale  to  Dux  hank 

Scatwg  CafljttMrff  Card 

date  August  292014 


MEETING  LOCATION  AcfcortMgua  Gules*  Library  AFFILIATION  Re^aent 

ADDRESS  33107  Dorans  A v©  EMAIL  Jmirmn  -W. m- !  PHONE  E61  2B&0775 
CrTY  AcfflA  STATE  GA  £tP  33S1&-1730 


WOULD  TOU  LIKE  TC  Eli  ADDED  Id  OUR  MAILING  l  fw\  ■  F^Ht.  ir-  -  hn  g^nk 


HUASt  liSi  Tint  6*VlkCPNMfc*lAL  ISSUES  TEAT  TUIJ  APtL  EOfrLthflED  WITH  AND  WOm  0UNF  TO  SEE 
ADBnrSSEft  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  fflHUtGT  LEVEL  £  WVIftQNMCw  I AL  COL  U  M  ENT  E  D  E  a  a 

UEHFIC  A3  POSSIBLE 


Aesthetics  If  the  3R14  East  or  SRI  4  Hybrid  IS  chosen,  -can  the  whole  mute  tie 
underground  to  maintain  our  visual  aesthetics  ol  oui  town'?  It  one  n(  these  Jwn 
routed  Is  ahDWn,  will  there?  be  a  blocfc  wall  obscuring  uur  vhaw  of  Eba  speed  rml  or 
will  We  have  10  visually  view  this  massive  metal  monstrosity ? 

Air  Quality,  Off  times  when  large  areas  a!  earth  dm  excavated  i>  R^posns  logins 
one!  oi  biological  hazards  (parlteuledy,  respiratory}  such  as  Valley  I  ever  Are  you 
mindful  of  these  health  hazards  to  the  ies?dents  and  their  Ifttefitctfft? 

Hydrology  And  Water  Qua  lily  What  measures  wifi  be  taken  lo  prevent  land 
erosion  and  to  4d|U3t  far  the  substantially  ottering  drainage-  changes  in  the  how  m 
i un-off  When  conduction  occurs  around  homos  and  businesses,  the  runoff 
substantially  alt £rs  the  exiting  drainage  patterns 

Nuise  Huw  writ  you  pi  event  Itre  espu-sure  of  noise  levels?  faking  an  average  of 
the  decrbel  ratings  gives  a  spurious  picture  ol  the  actual  np^e  level  Qur  GEbpgls. 
buainoaaes  and  hurries  ljtu  with  in  a  closer  distance  nnc  will  he  wJbstiirmaJly 
affected  by  Ihe  noise  and  viLn ation  ol  metal  on  metal  track 

Population  And  Housing:  How  do  yon  propose  to  alleviate  a  subslaniial  d^oline  in 
pcpulatiun  when  there  s  a  HJgb  Speed  Rail  culling  through  our  town  rIobe  to  oui 
scliorjls?  Whal  pulenliul  burnebuyei  would  want  to  innate  their  child  in  this, 
environment? 


CALIFORNIA  f%  flf  T<jirisptTrliit<i,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority  SS^wVuo  “d 
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LfOjpas  pafoJd  Hueqjng  <z=>i  g|eptu|Cd 
3lr  joj  sjuamuiem  Burdock  s  opiqnd  gy 


IJ  TOf  or  IJIYCLDfE  TD  TVC  NzUrT 

■w  '» ■* l rjn 1 1  Mins  -rni  u  mom  n  ■ 

cWrWrEomiL  ~ 


Si  CALIFORNIA 


I  ilhglhrSpe&d  RuiE  AulFmrily 


7D0  MarlFi  AtorrwdA  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angetai,  CA  S0A12 


7011  3DEQ  0E]O5  U^L?  *171* 


Mark  A.  MeLoughiln 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  C A  90012 


SOCri  -TOfcsr  •  l-|lN||J|l||||!lj|J|)jfl|  |tJ,)||l|l)|ryl.J-,i,n  .  >  j  f  ■  l|Ul^ 
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[Submission  1254  (Laura  Goble,  September  1,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


frfyhjt T  fof)  L£L  As  St:  ft/  t 

Scoping  Comment  Card 


NAME:  l 


k'A'  ^ 


MEETING  LOCATION!  / 

r  L  ■ 


^  ) 


AFFILIATION: 


ADDRESS: 


Ale;  £7 


3 


;  '  A  -  f-r‘  EMAIL;,  PHONE- 

w:/l/  ^  . 

C,TV:  PA A ‘y\ .£  1  J  STA7E=  r  ^  7II>;  ^  '^<5  S  P 

WOULD  TOU  LIKE  To  BE  ADDED  TO  OUB  MAILING  LIST!*  ICh^tdl  Jo^ppk)  ^  STATEWIDE  |  BURBANK  TO  Los  ANGELES 

'  NOTE:  This  dot:  hot  jyb: [initt  fas  farnol  nequcfi  tp  receive  ltej.1  j r □  i i 

PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 

eiiU,nQNJV1ENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  VOU  ABE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  SiP^WTO 
-LOS  AN*EtES  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT,  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  A£  POSSIBLE^ 

1*1  'V>  j  f§  :  -/r ‘S  ■  H  OVJ  tA3  f  '/  v>'  V'  s  t  ■'  /  ;  ■  /.  I  SfCji  :  ^  f 

^  -  .  >*  5  ...  ' 

I  ^OV'jC  ■  —  How  1A1  !  V  '  jjf  ’.  •  ■  1 

ttwTiC*  -  Hi oi/.)  wv.-.i  ■>?-?■■  c  d-i/-,, 

Ute" cvTflur. wj\V\-vVe  (ajaA^v  ir*':  ••  ■'  -  • 


WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVJBO  KMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADOBE  SS» 

'-VW-r  -pf;^ of  Ms}.-/ co\  vf  -no,.- 


ADDITIONAL  COMMENTS: 


I  fdtrtc  i\mO  'cC  ?:r~,  -,r  r-  0  !;,•*•//  4/  K-tt/c 

I  i  \  L -.  ,-r  -  n  JT^  „  .  S  „  ju-r  .  ■  L  /  f 


frlvVcv;  c 


0.*  .  IV,’/..  i/jr 


THANK  YOU  FOB  YOUR  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS. 

PLEASE  SUBMIT  YOUR  SCOPING  COMMENT  FORM  AT  THE  SIGN-IN  TABLE  OR  MAIL  THIS  PHE-ADDFlESEtD  FORM  * 
YOU  MAY  ALSO  SUBMIT  IT  V[A  EMAIL  TO:  but  b  ar.  fU  o  s ,  ang  s  U  S  iShsr.ca.govL 
ALL  5CGPING  COMMENTS  FOR  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  BY  AUG  31  2014 


CALIFORNIA  f%  or  Tijirispcirliit*i,i 
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Submission  1255  (Robert  Gonzales,  August  7,  2014) 


^ ^  CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Pafmdafe  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Cord 


'&c3v*trr  l»w aLi^  _ |  vmt  f  /y 
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rt  j  U-i  i/M  /ffiiX'-'A-f  j  CiuAS 


l,4iHAI  BTHin  l»JUe*  WOULD  YflU  i  Iffl  THE  fNOJECf  IttfEl  E  MVifin  rj  nr  m  ft  (  □dcvmihi  la  Auunmt 

peoesrr At  rw  SftfftJy  ^tt-c  safety 
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iiiank  you  l  dpi  Touil  PailI  Ull-AT  I &H  I H  THJI  IMPORTANT  PfiCCitl. 

FiEAIE  iilVMIT  TOUR  scariNG  rnuuf  Ni  itij|it  it  thi  m r.rj-iM  i  Aim  mriati  IHh  i-ii F  ADOnFLSErj  rorito, 
VpU  MAT  A  L  i-fl  S  U  H  ti  I T  1 1  VIA  EMAIL  TO.  pilindil*  b^rl.  ►r-k  4Ji  i»  ,rr.g*¥ 

ALL  tCOPlHG  CP3MMEHTL  FOR  THE  PAL  MPA  LI  TO  PVKiAMK.  PROJECT  IfCIlOK  MULT  BE  SUBMITTED  SV  AUO.  T  I.  1*14 
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Submission  1256  (Jackie  Gonzales,  August  25,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #667  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/25/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Jackie 

Gonzales 


CA 

00000 

jacknden@aol.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr  McLoughlin 

I  am  writing  this  letter  in  support  of  Mr  Antonovich's  recommendations 
regarding  the  Palmdale  Burbank  train.  I  believe  the  tunnel  extension  is  a 
much  better  alternative.  There  will  be  much  less  damage  to  my  community 
and  the  noise  factor  will  be  nil  for  our  schoolchildren.  I  would  like  the 
preferred  alignment  to  go  directly  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  Thus, 
bypassing  SCV  altogether. 

Thank  you 
Jackie  Gonzales 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Sent  from  my  iPad 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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Submission  1257  (Julie  Gonzales,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #586  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Julie 

Gonzales 


00000 


juliegonzales32@gmail.com 


No 

No....  on  the  above  ground  high  speed  rail.  Families,  Businesses, 
Communities 

will  be  DIVIDED  or  Demolished,  loss  of  life  and/or  quality  of  life,  due  to 
the  impact  of  slower  response  time  from  the  Police,  Fire  Department  and 
paramedic  services  will  greatly  effect  The  City  of  San  Fernando's  high 
Geriatric  population  and  Citizens. 


The  tunnel  from  Agua  Dulce  to  Burbank  in  the  only  option  for  our  community. 


Respectfully, 

Julie  Gonzales 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1259  (Laura  Gonzalez,  August  29,  2014) 
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Submission  1260  (Christina  Gonzalez,  September  2,  2014) 
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Submission  1260  (Christina  Gonzalez,  September  2,  2014) 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Hirector  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EfRfFIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90012 
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Submission  1261  (Berta  Gonzalez-Harper,  August  15,  2014) 
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Submission  1262  (Karen  Goodman,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #593  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Karen 

Last  Name  : 

Goodman 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

00000 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

kgoodleo@aol, 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  was  appalled  to  read  in  the  Los  Angeles  times  this  weekend  the  headline 

"Train  Route  Option  Draws  Praise."  Then  I  read  who  it  draws  praise  from  - 
the  City  of  Agua  Dulce  that  because  of  having  some  political  chip  (water??)  is 
able  to  politically  deflect  this  big  boondoggle  "high  speed  rail"  out  of  their 
backyard  and  into  the  Shadow  Hills  area.  Then  I  read  the  absolutely 
ridiculous  concept  is  to  drill  a  tunnel  through  the  Angeles  Forest  through 
Shadow  Hills  and  into  Burbank! 

I  can  tell  you  the  guy  with  the  bright  idea,  Antonovich,  was  happy  to 
grandstand  but  he  did  not  discuss  any  of  this  with  this  community  with  a  plan, 
specifics,  and  to  first  open  up  the  conversation.  No  -  it  was  just  dump  the 
political  hot  potato  here.  You  should  be  embarrassed  at  the  map  that  showed 
the  previous  route  and  then  the  "new  route"  which  was  a  gigantic  swatch 
encompassing  our  entire  community!  Do  you  know  how  offensive  that  is? 


This  specific  area  fought  to  obtain  and  will  now  fight  to  protect  our  Scenic 
Corridor  designation.  We  will  also  involve  all  politically  savvy  environmental 
organizations  to  give  you  all  a  run  for  your  money. 


This  isn't  the  pony  express  or  train  stop  back  in  the  1800's  where  the  train 
station  creates  a  city's  renaissance.  Train  tracks  and  industrial  drilling  equals 
property  values  plummeting. 


You  will  be  taken  to  task  on  this  project.  You  just  think  Agua  Dulce  and  Acton 
gave  you  a  hard  time. 


Sincerely 
Karen  Goodman 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1263  (Christopher  Gray,  August  26,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #299  DETAIL 


Status  : 
Record  Date  : 


Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

No 

8/26/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Christopher 

Gray 


CA 

00000 

cgray53@roadrunner.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 


Christopher  Gray 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Submission  1264  (Steve  Gray,  September  2,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #418  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Steve 

Last  Name  : 

Gray 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

27815  Lorjen  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

steve@pkgsys.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Attn:  Mark  A.  Mcloughlin 

Hello  Mark, 


I  am  writing  you  in  regards  to  the  HSR  project.  I  live  in  the  Sand  Canyon 
Area  of  Santa  Clarita,  Ca. 


I  want  to  express  my  opinion  that  the  above  ground  alignment  going  thru  the 
Sand  Canyon  Area  will  have  a  negative  for  the  surrounding  area. 


This  will  impact  two  schools.  The  sound  that  the  train  will  make,  is  going 
to  impede  the  ability  for  the  kids  to  focus  and  learn  properly.  The  sound, 
will  also  have  a  negative  impact  on  houses  close  to  the  tracks,  which  mine 
is  one  of  them. 


It  will  also  wipe  out  the  community  Church  that  my  family  attends.  There  is 
a  job  center  that  is  eliminated.  Family  homes  close  to  the  tracks  will  be 
razed. 


The  Sand  Canyon  area  is  a  community  of  large  homes  with  property  lots 
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generally  in  acre  plus  sizes.  This  lends  to  lots  of  horse  people  that  live 
in  the  canyon,  and  the  sound  will  spook  many  of  the  animals. 


I  hope  that  you  can  reconsider  the  above  ground  alignment. 


Regards 

Steve  Gray 
27815  Lorjen  Road 
Canyon  Country,  Ca  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Status  : 

Pending 
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9/3/2014 
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Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 
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Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 

Grayem 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

26531  Summit  Circle 

City  : 

Santa  Clarita 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91350 

Telephone  : 

Phone:  (661)  -  252  -  7400 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

laurie@canonrecruiting.com 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N  Alameda,  Room,  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

RE:  High  Speed  Rail  Negative  Impact  on  Santa  Clarita 
Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  have  lived  in  Sand  Canyon  since  1965.  My  parents  moved  with  their  small 
children  to  a  quiet  equestrian  area  -  willing  to  pay  a  bit  more  for  the  tranquility 
and  serenity  of  a  beautiful  Canyon.  My  husband  and  I  were  fortunate  enough 
to  purchase  a  home  in  Sand  Canyon,  where  we  have  lived  and  raised  our 
children  for  26  years. 

I  have  seen  many  changes  in  Sand  Canyon  since  1965  -  more  people,  more 
cars,  less  horses  -  but  the  beauty  and  serenity  of  this  very  special  Canyon 
remains.  It  would  be  a  tragedy  and  have  far  reaching  negative  effects  to  have 
a  high  speed  train  invade  this  Canyon! 

I  strongly  oppose  the  proposal  of  a  high  speed  train  cutting  through  Santa 
Clarita  -  and  more  importantly  -  Sand  Canyon!  I  believe  there  are  better 
options  available  that  would  have  far  less  harmful  impact  on  this  community. 

Please  take  these  points  into  consideration: 


A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  is  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the 
above  ground  alignment. 
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C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 


Laurie  Grayem 
Director  of  Operations 
Canon  Recruiting  Group 
26531  Summit  Circle 
Santa  Clarita,  CA  91350 
Phone:  (661)  -  252  -  7400 
Fax:  (661) -252 -7880 

Email:  Laurie@CanonRecruiting.com<mailto:Laurie@CanonRecruiting.com> 
Visit  us  online  at: 

www.CanonRecruiting.com<http://www.CanonRecruiting.com> 

[cid:image036.png@01CF3ECF.C2D9CDC0] 

[cid:image002.jpg@01CF3F8F.5AA5EB10][cid:image002.jpg@01CE3AA3.5A 

1B4560] 


[cid:image004.png@01CF3F8F.5AA5EB10]<http://www.facebook.  com/Canon 
Recruiting>[cid:image005.png@01CF3F8F.5AA5EB10]<http://twitter.com/CA 
NONRECRUITING>[cid:image006.png@01CF3F8F.5AA5EB10]<http://www.li 
nkedin.com/company/canon-recruiting-group- 

llc>[cid:image007.png@01CF3F8F.5AA5EB10]<https://social.icims.com/job/b 

oard/index/id/238582> 

CONFIDENTIALITY  NOTE:  This  e-mail  is  intended  only  for  the  person  to 
which  it  is  addressed  and  may  contain  information  that  is  privileged, 
confidential  or  otherwise  protected  from  disclosure.  If  you  have  received  this 
e-mail  in  error,  please  contact  us  at  661-252-7400. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  This  purposed  section  of  the  High 


00000 


greened56@aol.com 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Speed  Rail  Authority  is  an  absolute  waste 
of  funding.  There  are  not  enough  people  traveling  that  route  to  merit  the 
expense. 

Build  the  Los  Angeles  San  Francisco  route  first.  That's  what  we  voted  for. 

Sent  from  my  iPad 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Ll  JIt'il  Gj  true 
10550  Pi ni;  Hill  Drive 
Shadow  Mills.  CA  9  i  040 
K1B3S:J4(J51 


AuguSl  27>  20  14 

Murk  Me  Lough!  in 
Director  of  LnYTonmcnSat  Service 
}hfrh  Speed  J-lati  Authority 
Southern  Cali  turnip  Region 
700  N.  Alameda.  Room  13-532 
l  CB  Angeles,  f  A  90012 

Dtai  Mi.  McLoughlin, 

Building  [fie  high  apecd  rail  line  through  Lakcview  Terrace  and  Shadow  I  Tilts  and  lhe 
Angles.  Naimn.il  Forest  is  a  Mnmt*  uni  stake  Like  ocher  resident#  of  The  ar^a  I  will  conlacling 
lhe  Sicrr?  Club  and  Qiher  tovirontnetiMi)  groups  lo  alert  them  ec  the  possible  desimctatiri  of  un 
ecosystem  lbh.il  as  already  fragile  sttci  the  Kagcl  tire  and  the  Sl4tiu«  Ore  Such  isi  enunnous 
project  will  ciiil  only  destroy  wildlife  and  njuiintl  hubitut  rind  cause  huge  problems  wiih  water 
control  in  ihc  areu,  bul  it  will  displace  one  cA  the  few  areas  where  people  who  are  nos  rich  um 
still  live  a  country  lifestyle  in  die  City  of  Los  Anjpelcjs. 

The  common Li  i  as  nd  j aecnt  10  the  lit?  I  e  Pom  hbl  I  re*  Idem  Ini  nmis  ha ve  ]  litle  ill  llie  w^y  uf 
natural  recrealionnl  facilities  in  l be  Son  Fernando  Valley,  and  the  liain  will  cut  llrem  off  further 
from  the  Angeles  Rational  Forest  Spots  Huai  are  local  lor  them. 

As  a  regular  residual  of  lhe  urea,  f  Cun  assure  you  tliut  lhe  ground  is  unslablc,  slides  occur 
whenever  ihcre  is  more  rainfall  that  usual,  and  this  side  of  ilte  valley  experiences  earthquakes 
(fairly  often 

There  fttc  numerous  cascmcois  for  rail  lines  through  (lie  valley  EuiJ  if  ii  is  truly  necessary 
to  bring  u  high  speed  rail  line  through,  it  should  utilise  une  eT Ihose  editing  casements.  Of 
course,  in  truth,  if  it  is  to  he  bulk  m  all,  ii  should  simply  cgnneu  to  Metro  Link  and  thai  Sine 
should  be  upgraded. 

/^m1  wonderful  it  i ettnid  he  if  the  hilliam  of  dollars  m  he  spent  an  fin*  rail  tit te  canid  he 
spent  Instead  mt  imp  raving  education  in  California!  That  is  a  far  f ttore  important  gmt  than 
moving  people  hack  andfmih  in  the  Internal  tige  when  few  need  in  travel fa*  bushier,  find 
those  mtifi  dp  can  do  lr  mme  efficiently  hi-  air.  far  which  we  already  have  hifrmfruiUtrc  and 
the  ability  to  efficiently  add  more  of  it . 


Rrolexsor  of  PayrifioJcigy 
I  InEvemty  nf  Soul  hem  t ’ah  lamia 
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August  20.  2014 


Roxanne  D  Greene 

l() e-alba  lop  cFtu 


ms 


~  10550  Pine  Hill  Drive 
ShtfJww  mil*.  California  01040  123* 

cell)  16  Miriam;' 
va05£t]tf@.ea  r1  hliriK.  rlfii 


IVtflrk  McLaughlin 

Direstor  of  EnvroniTtenlaf  Service 
Hkgh  Spaed  Ra-I  Authority,  So  TA  Region 

700  N  Aflam&ds,  Room  3-53? 

Lofi  Angeles,  CA  \}QQ~2 

□ear  Mr  McLoughl'm 

I  imp  it  absolutely  incredible  that  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  would  even  qnnsirter  a 
mute  going  through  the  Angela  Forest,  and  the  toinittUriAibs  adjacent  la  It  tor  the 
purpose  of  getting  to  Burbank  Instead  of  using  existing  mil  ond  road  easements  Jha 
destmcWon  of  these  areas  was  enormous  when  the  210  Freeway  mis  huilt,  *nn 
s  *neef  bated  the  problems  occurring  each  1>me  major  rains  cause  runoff  From  the 
severely  depleted  watershed  ureas.  It  b  Slfift  ironic  That  it  is  offense  which  can  lead  to  a 
frn*3  lor  anyone  to  uprool  d  yucca  Paso  In  [he  Forest  area,  and  yet  the  mil  aulhnhty  is 
considering  the  destruction  of  every  living  thing  in  ib  path 

This  area  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest  b  one  of  the  Tow  ucuesMihle  In  all  residents  of 
the  area,  and  destroying  its  closest  access  and  ireit  preiwoik  both  during  construction 
and  with  the  constant  disruption  of  high  speed  trams  is  punishment  not  only  tor  the 
residents  of  the  Foothills  communities,  but  also  lor  Ihu  other  law  menmn  adjacent  areas 
nf  the  San  Fernando  Valtey 

To  anyone  who  lives  in  this  area,  it  Is  cloai  that  the  area  along  tbs  fnathilb  of  the 
Mationai  Forest  involves  many  w^pltic  con  kloia  th  a  I  will  be  oennansndy  blocked,  and 
many  endangered  plant  and  reptile  spores  will  likely  disappear  wit  hour  itin  protections 
m  place  now  which  prevent  buying  in  the  Forusl  areas.  Even  rf  u  lunnef  ware  created, 
the  time  if  would  take  to  do  it  would  be  enough  to  destroy  why  I  lltlto  we  have  fett  Of 
course,  only  a  Tool  would  try  lo  tunnel  In  this  region  m  light  of  the  instability  of  tee  ground 
coupled  with  earthquakes 

is  is  shocking  to  me  also  that  Supervisor  Anton oyldi,  who  has  tor  yrmre  been  a  M-caired 
champion  of  the  rural  and  equestrian  Values  that,  atfr-p c4  people  to  the  foot! nils  would 
suppon  the  whnl-Esalp  desl  ruction  of  Ihe  neighborhoods  thol  still  support  art  affordable 
Version  ot  she  country  life 

I  request  that  it  you  pursue  (his  questionable  project  than  you  do  not  use  ^edited 
alrernatiye  routes  and  slick  to  pasting  nghhoF-wayf; 

&  c _ ( _ 
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Palmdale-to- Burbank  leg  of  the  high  apsad  rail  from  Susan  Greenfield,  3SSfil  Sourdough 
Rd,  ACTON,  CA  &3G10  TO  O:  Mark  A  McLaughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  project  Level  EIRJEIS,  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Authority  „  700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3s532,  Los  Angelas  CA,  3001 2 

TO:  Mark  A  Me  Long  him,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  project  Level  Elft/ElS 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA,  SGQ12 


From  Susan  Greenfield 
3061  Sourdough  Road 
ACTON,  CA  93610 


Palm  dale -to  Burbank  leg  of  the  high  speed  rail 

High-speed  rail  officials,  have  asked  members  of  the  public  to  comment  on  the 
proposed  corridors,  including  Antonovich  s  proposal.  Antonovich's  needs  to  be  more 
specific  and  move  his  proposal  out  of  the  Aqua  Dulce  Acton  community, 

Antonovich1®  proposal  Mould  run  about  35  miles  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest. 
It  would  go  around  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreational  Area,  authority  offices  say,  and 
Include  roughly  20  miles  of  tunnels.  Tha  environmental  impacts  would  be  enormous/' 
said  Kathryn  Phillips,  director  of  Sierra  Club  California,  which  generally  supports  the 
high  Speed  rail  project.  '  Going  through  a  national  forest  isn't  going  to  sit  well  with  my 
mef^bc^n5.,,, 

In  contract,  the  other  two  proposals  along  the14  Freeway  arc  about  45  miles  long  and 
generally  follow  the  highway  and  a  San  Fernando  Valley  railroad  right-of-way  used  by 
the  Metro  link  commuter  line.  About  IS  to  20  milec  of  tunneling  and  more  than  2fl  grade 
separations  would  be  necessary  if  either  was  chosen* 

Both  corridors  would  begin  at  tha  Palmdale  Transportation  Center  and  end  at  the 
Burbank  Airport;  Station,  a  developing  transportation  hub. 

Eliminating  conflict  with  Acton,  Agua  Dylce  and  Sand  Canyon  communities  would 
reduce  Ffcs  costs  and  travel  times  bu  taking  a  direct  route  from  Burbank  to  the 
destination  location. 


Shanghai's  30  kilometre  mag  lev  railway  has  senn  it?  business  so  pummelled  by  LMe 
expansion  Of  the  city's  metro  system  li  is  increasingly  becoming  a  white  elephant,  leaving  erty 
officials  red  faced.  White  elephant  is  an  idiom  lor  a  valuable  bul  burdensome  pusaewKion  nl 
which  its  owner  cannot  dispose  and  whose  cast  (particularly  cos!  of  upkeep)  is  out  of 
proportion  to  Its  usefulness  cm  worth,  This  was  I hn  world's  firs!  commercial  magnetic  levitation 
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Rairnda I B-ta -Burbank  leg  of  the  high  speed  rail  from  Susan  Greenfield,  3HB-1  Sourdough 
Tid,  ACTON*  GA  93510  TO  O:  Mark  A  McLaughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Semens 
Attention'  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  project  Love!  E4R/EIS,  California  High  Spaed 
Rail  Authority  ,  7D0  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532,  Les  Angela?,  CA,  3D0T2 

raNway,  built  at  a  cost  of  about  10  billion  yuan,  was  routed  by  Sbariflbai  bs  the  envy  oE  the 
world  and  proof  cat  its  commitment  to  I  he  latest  and  best  in  tauhnolugy.  IE  is  now  n  white 
elFpharu,  isaving  city  official*  red-feced 

Califnrnio  would  certainly  benefit  from  having  3  passings i  fail  system  that  conn  eels  it*  major 
population  cenlers  IE  does  not  necessarily  need  to  be  high  speed ,  but  i|  &houU  he  itasDuably 
swill  safe,  eqrnfnrtable,  mean  tmquant,  direct,  reliable,  co$1  effective  lo  build  and  Alford  a  hie 
fe  nde  without  ma|or  subsidy  The  bullet  train  originally  conceived  to  teke  many  at  (he 
roughly  (5  rmliton  people  annually  f|ymg  halween  the  Bey  Area  and  Southern  California  out  dE 
Ihe  sky,  has  become  the  lalasl  com  rotifer  rail  to  the  Antelope  ValloyWc  gul  il  llial 11 
Now  is  ths  time  Ip  provide  high-quality  public  transportation,  not  Just  for  local  joumuya  by 
subway  and  irghi  rail  but  alsn  longer  regional  tnps  r  A  direct  line  fionn  LA.  lo  El  pc-  Bay  Area, 
fotlowing  tlie  Inferstato  h  corridor  is?  needed  This  would  have  fef  less  impact  un  private  tend 
would  bo  cost  efficient  to  altracl  pnvale  investment  and,  at  tecs  than  tlfcree-hour  (ravel  timss 
woufri  meet  The  airpecTaTmoK  nf  voters  who  approved  this  project  in  2  QOS  Electiifiud  j  ail 
would  Rave  orr  fuel  onsiB  and  over  ihe  long  Eeim  serve  the  growing  intrastate  market  lar  mors 
efficiently  than  air  Ira  vet 

Valley  Favor  (cor-cirlioidomy cos ir,  or  r,ocd)  is  caused  by  Ihe  Soil-dwelling  fungus, 

CoccirkDides  immitis  The  liny  seeds,  or  spores,  become  wind  borne  and  ura  inhaled  mto  ihe 
lungs,  where  the  mfeollon  slabs  Anlelope  Valley  is  well  know  foi  its  powerful  winds  fl  mpnEEie 
or  mtjiB  annually  Hundreds  of  Inmates  have  eontraefed  Valley  fever  m  recent  years  in  an 
ftpidwmic  i hat  ha*  plagued  shite  prisons  In  the  Genital  Valley.  TEre  disease  \  has  ounJrihuted  En 
Eh  a  deaths  of  more  than  10  inmates  since  2005  Typically,  symptiOnte  ol  the  disease  include 
fatigue*  fever,  cough,  nigh!  sweats,  a  shortneeo  of  breath  and  a  rash  on  the  upper  body  or 
leg*  Tht  ctafe  spend*  mnn?  than  million  eauh  yo-j*  Iroitniy  lumwies  jurickon  by  ih  = 
dftnase  -  million  Phi  liuspitel  upie  $7  4  million  f>>  Hnnlyhgdt  earn  'and  million  guarding 
lEie  paliems.  ■[  nanny  S65  milllonf  and  soon  may  ho  paying  much  more  because  of  a  Renes  ol 
lawsuit*  by  inmates  claiming  that  iho:r  Incarceration  haf*  resulted  m  a  lire  sentanen  of  pain  and 
itfeesR  The  latest  suiL  filed  eadier  this  month  In  federal  court  in  Sacra  cranio  on  behalf  of  50 
current  and  former  inmates,  accuses  Ihe  State  of  knowing  for  years  I  hat  its  Central  Valley 
prisons  were  inrjjhalnr*  for  the  incurable  sickness,  but  doing  nothing  to  sddieas  the  problem 
The  state  has  imposed  on  inmate*  Ta  lifelong,  Clipping,  and  sornytinneB  Fatal  disease  in 
addition  to  their  lawfully  determined  sentences,"  the  suit  claims 


Read  more  here  tHjnj'/www  r.^rfffPSn  TilrQ7 { 2fr- Qi5&03 P?Hlzi ws^i ilE-uyc i  - v d Hav-fevui 

[life  rtimHteinryiink^qay 

NASA's  Dry  den  I  light  Research  Center  <5  known  for  aircraft  and  ^ciefict  lesu&idi,  but  a 
recent  center-funded  study  is  bks mining  an  air  borne  disease  found  in  the  Mojave  Desert 
Microscoprn  spores  found  in  the  soil  nl  the  arid  regions  Of  California  and  Auzutia  can  leati  tn  b 
serious  fucgsl  mfenlion  called  Valley  f  ever,  also  known  as  cocc^dicidOJnyco^is.RepoitBU 
Vuitey  fever  cbrp.s  in  1.he  Anieinpe  Valley  Increased  percent  when  comparing  2000- 
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2003  to  2008  -  2011  according  to  Ramon  E  Guevara.  Ph  D.,  epidemiologist  with  th# 
County  o f  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Putslte  Health. 

(NASA's  Dry  den  Flight  Research  Center  has  been  officially  redesignated  as  the  NASA 
Armstrong  Flight  Research  Cenlei  us  of  March  1,  ^014  |  David  U  Mr.nride  is  director  of 
NASA's  Armstrong  Flight  Research  Center  at  Edwards,  CA.  He  oversees  air  aspects  of 
Center  management  strategy  and  operations  at  NASA  Armstrong,  one  of  the  10  Held  centers 
of  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration 

Read  More  About  it  Here:  http://lheevtimeS.com/201  3/06/1 8/ttasa^ryden-funding-supports- 
valtey  fever  research/ 


When  soils  containing  the  fungus  are  disturbed  and  dust  is  raised,  spores  may  be  m hated 
with  (he  dUSt,  Dust  disturbing  activities  include,  Ihe  wind,  constructmn,  terming,  among  others 


Once  inside  the  lung,  the  spore  transforms  itself  into  a  larger,  multi  cellular  structure  rolled  a 
spherule,  The  spherule  continues  to  grow  and  will  eventually  burst,  releasing  endospnres 
which  develop  into  new  spherules,  and  then  repeals  the  cycle  f Figure  1) 


Valley  Fever  is  s  sickness  of  degree.  Valtey  Fever  {coccidioidomycosis,  or  cocci)  is  caused  by 
the  soil-dwelling  fungus,  Coccidiotdes  immitis.  The  liny  seeds  or  spore*,  become  wind-borne 
and  are  in  hated  into  the  lungs,  where  the  infection  star  Is.  When  soils  containing  thfi  fungus 
are  disturbed  and  dust  is  raised,  spores  may  be  inhaled  with  the  dust  Dust  disturbing 
activities  include,  the  wind,  ecnsl  ruction,  terming,  among  others  Grice  inside  the  lung,  the 
spore  Eraiisfoims  itself  into  a  lergei,  ruulli  cellular  structure  called  a  spherule  The  spherule 
continues  to  grow  end  will  eventually  burst,  releasing  endosporas  which  develop  into  new 
spherutes.  and  then  repeals  the  cycle  (Figure  1). 


Of  all  the  people  infected  with  Valtey  Fever,  one  or  more  out  of  20D  will  develop  the 
disseminated  form,  which  Is  devastating,  and  can  be  falal  I  hese  are  the  cases  in  which  the 
disease  spreads  beyond  the  lungs  through  hie  bloodstream  -  typically  to  the  skin,  bones  and 
the  membranes  Surrounding  the  brain,  causing  meningitis  About  60  percent  of  the  pen  pie 
who  breathe  the  spores  do  not  get  sick  at  all  For  some  it  may  feel  like  a  cnld  or  lln  F or  those 
sick  enough  to  go  to  the  doctor,  it  can  be  seiieus.  with  pneumonia-like  symptoms  requiring 
medications  and  bed  rest 


Of  all  the  people  infected  with  Valtey  Fever,  one  or  more  out  of  200  will  develop  Ihe 
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disseminated  form,  which  is  devastating,  and  can  be  fatal  These  are  the  cases  in  which  ihe 
disease  spreads  beyond  the  lungs  through  Ihe  bloodstream  ■  typically  to  Um  skin,  bone*  and 
the  membranes  surrounding  the  bram*  causing  meningitis 


The  state  of  California  remains  focused  on  keeping  job  creation  as  a  principal  goaf  of  the  high 
spaed  rail  program  [electricians,  pipe  fitters  or  shcct-metai  workers,  creation  of 
manufacturing  the  high-tech  aluminum  (rains  the  raiF  system  will  use  that  would  be 
manufactured  in  US  and  not  in  other  countries] 

Planners  are  adding  a  Los  Angeles  County  segment  between  B-urbank  and  Pa  In  date  to 
address  concerns  (hat  construction  was  Stoning  m  the  Central  Valley.OFi  a  project  of  Ihia  size 
and  scope,  it  was  always  crucial  to  prioritise  building  segments  that  could  provide  useful 
Ifansportation  on  their  own  while  the  rest  of  the  system  gets  built. 

The  current  proposal  on  the  table  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale  is  a  misaiim^ahon  of 
precious  cap- and -trade  money  Striking  thru  (owns  such  as  Aqua  Dolce,  Adion  is  an 
abomination 


Californio  Endangered  Species  Aci,  CESA  includes  end  is  not  liiruted  to  mammals,  reptiles, 
birds,  plants].  There  are  many  species  of  animals  in  Lhe  Aqua  Deluce  and  Acton  area  that  am 
protected  .  Going  through  Aqua  Du  leu  and  Aden  ctirtirn  unities  and  surrounding  areas  would 
be  In  direction  non  compliance  of  this  act. 

Now  is  the  time  to  provide  high-quality  public  transportation,  riot  just  fur  local  journeys  by 


Acton  does  not  have  the  lack  (he  infrastructure  to  support  Lbis  developmenl  and  ongoing 
support  [  hospital,  fire  dept  size,  police  dept,  first  md  ,  ambulances]  and  it's  infrastructure 
would  be  sketched, Lawsuits  are  a  foregone  conclusion  for  California  high- spaed  rail  -waste  of 
money  for  poor  planning  and  communications 


During  the  prolonged  Californio  drought  from  1985  (o  1992,  lire  rnuirupuliten  area  of 
Lancaster  and  Palmdale  and  the  unincorporated  area  of  Antelope  Acres  wore  inundated 
with  wind-blown  fugitive  dust  emitted  from  disturbed  upwrnd  areas  of  tha  western 
Antelope  Valley.  Ao  the  soil  continued  to  dry  and  weedy  annual  vegetation  dirmmshed, 
the  blowing  dust  worsened  each  year  with  one  of  the  worst  episodes  occurring  In  1991, 
producing  a  24-hour  recorded  PM  10  con  coni  ration  of  780  pg/m3  in  downtown 
Lancaster  In  response  to  the  Increasing  severity  of  wind-blown  dusi  and  persistent 
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particulate  air  quality  violations,  a  locally  based  multi-agency  working  group,  the  Dustbuster* 
Task,  Force  wos  organised  and  convened  lo  formulate  dust  Mutiyatiuu  slrategrex  The  |»nk 
force  consists  oF  focal  fanners,  representatives  horn  ucadamiE*,  private  ccmsuUmg  Gompam&s 
and  ro-G&anch  institutes,  the  California  Air  Resources  Board,  the  South  Cuasl  Air  Chmlity 
Management  District,  the  Mojave  Desert  AO MD.  IMe  Aoleiupe  Valley  AUMU.  the  USDA 
Natural  Resources  Conservation  Service1,  the  Antelope  Valley  Resource  Conservation  OistncL. 
(he  City  of  i.m  Angelos  Department  of  World  Airports,  the  University  of  Calflfrnra  ccwjpui  alive 
extension  farm  advisor,  the  Antelope  Valley  Resource  Conservation  Districs  the  Ueatsrr 
Mounl?lln  Resource  Conservation  and  Dev&lopaienl  Council,  Ho^da.  and  Hie  £uiHihiii 
Cairfomia  Eaieoti  Company 

California's  official  siate  mineral  is  serpentine,  a  source  of  ghiy^otila  asbestos.  AsLruslos  «s 
typically  round  in  areas  with  volcanic  fountains  and  earthquake?,  and  California  is  known  for 
Oolh  Early  people  groups  who  populated  the  area  lived  lightly  on  the  land  and  did  nut  disturb 
the  serpentine  rock.  Put  wilti  today's  fampam  population  growth  rjnd  demand  for  housing, 
communities  such  as  El  Dorado  Hills,  located  east  of  Sacramento,  have  seen  a  bffi  use  in 
construction  activity  one  cs  a  result  more  asbestos  fibers  in  the  ail  Chryaolilu  ur  while 
asbestos  is  the  most  commonly  encounter'd  form  of  asbestos  J1]  accounting  foi 
approximately  95%  of  ihe  asbestos  in  place  in  mo  United  Stales^  and  a  similar  proportion  m 
amor  countries;]]  it  is  a  soft,  fibrous  sHEoatc  mineral  in  the  sei penline  group  □(  phyiSofiiiiratiR&s 
as  such.  It  Is  rihstincl  from  other  asbe-stifaim  mirtersHa  in  tile  amphibuie  group. 

There  ore  two  major  groups  Of  fibeis.  the  amphibolea  and  chrysolilti  TiUais.  Chryaqfila  (white 
asbestos),  also  called  ''Serpentine"  fibers,  are  long  and  ouiied  Thu  arnplriboie*.  lung  slraigN 
fiber*  (Including  JCtfciOlite.  amo&itc,  anthrophyllite,  crocidolite,  and  tremoliliai  ure  much  more 
likely  to  cause  tautest  of  the  lining  or  the  lung  (mesothelioma)  and  scatiing  of  me  lining  qi  thu 
long  (pleural  fibres*?).  Either  group  of  fiber*  can  causa  dr&easa  oi  Iha  king,  audh  as 
asocstosie  Depending  on  their  shape  and  size,  usb^stos  hbers  rieposii  m  mflerenE  areas  ni 
the  lung  Fibers  loss  than  3  mm  easily  move  mtu  Use  king  hay ub  and  Ihn  lining  surrounding 
the  lung  (pleura)  long  fibers,  grealoi  than  5  mm  (Irti  inch),  tanriol  be  comp  lets  ly  broken 
down  by  scavenger  cells  (macrophages)  and  remain  In  the  lung  tissue  I  hese  asbestos  thham 
can  cause  Inflammation.  Substances  damaginy  to  line  lungs  are  Ilian  releasKd  by  rn-p?  cnlis,  ol 
inflammation  lha!  aie  1  expanding  to  Ihe  fuit^n  asbestos  mule  rial  Ths  perstslanca  of  EUsse 
long  frbon*  in  the  lung  (issue  and  me  resulting  inflammation  seem  10  initials  the  process  ct 
cancer  formation 

As  inflammation  and  damage  to  tissue  around  the  asbestos  ribers  continues  ihu  re &u limp 
scarring  con  e*tond  from  the  small  airways  to  ihe  larger  airways  and  the  tiny  m  sacs  (alveoli) 
at  Ihe  end  of  the  airways.  Some  of  these  fibers  can  move  lo  I  he  surface  uf  Ihe  lung  wlieie 
they  form  plaques  (While  gray  regions  of  scarred  tissue)  in  the  (issue  (m mg  of  Ihe  lung  (pleura 
i.  in  severe  cases  of  a&bestosta,  scarring  oF  both  (ho  lung  and  Its  lining  tissue  can  uucw 

Read  more:  rv  1  r-  //  w  w  w.me  come  hams  ,co  m/g  sbeatos  ■ 
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BUFDLZV 


’"Pleural  rnosottielomu  is  a  rare  aggressive  cancer  ihai  develops  in  the  thin  layer  of  tissue 
aun  pending  the  lungs  known  as  the  pleura.  1  he  disease  ik  caused  prime  nly  by  I  he  mhetetion 
ui  rtneroflcopic  asbestos  libers  Onct  IMtsae  fibers  am  inhaled.  Ihny  nen  become  lodged  m  the 
lining  around  the  lungs  The  fibers  accumulate  in  l he  body,  and  ean  ultimately  lead  to 
cancer  It's  the  most  common  Of  the  four  type*,  of  mu&tflidumu>  accounting  tor  about1  7  IS 
percent  of  oil  cssee  diagnosed  annually  in  ihe  U.S.  More  Ilian  2.QUU  people  are  dragnnaftd 
with  lhi&  pleural  canoes  each  yeai.A  majority  of  these  eases  die  tnuued  to  occupational 
exposure  to  asbestos,  which  put  factory  woikurs,  shipyard  workers,  mechgnrcs  and 
construction  workers  al  the  highest  risk.  Keep  in  mind,  it  can  take  anywhere  from  TO  to  so 
year&  after  exposure  for  ihe  Cancel  to  develop  Mesothelioma  is  one  of  tha  most  nggrossivo 
types  of  canter  end  can  quickly  metastasize  from  Its  origin  mto  Ihe  lungs,  abdominal  cavity 
and  lymph  nodes.  As  a  result,  very  few  mesolhelroma  patrents  go  into  remission 

Rood  more-  '•lip  fwvJivmc3i.ih..-i.r.-n^  c.ai  wi rifeL^oth  gHoniaJcFoanaa  ib/#iezzF1  LiHCjQn  Yjs 


A  lifetime  HVAC  worker  from  North  Carolina  Lecervad  a  £3  ft  miHion  sefiiemani 
Shipyard  woikeT  and  engineer  from  Nevada  received  $2.9  million  sflttfRment 
Engineer  From  Mitsumi  received  S3. 9  million  settlement 

WtaoflBtfi  man  with  lifetime  navy  asbesioa  exposure  received  $2  9  mitlion  seftlemRnl 
Plasties  faciei  y  worker  from  towa  leceiyed  $2  fj  million  seltfement 
Power huuse  worker  horn  Illinois  received  $2  million  aalfbmetit 
St.  Lours  area  man  and  his  family  received  a  $3.£  million  aeKlemfirrt  after  he  was 
diagnosed  Wrtli  mesothelioma,  u  deadly  asbestos  cancer 

A  Montana  man's  family  received  a  $4.9  milium  settlement  after  he  was  exposed  to 
asbestos  and  contcacted  pleural  mesothelioma,  a  deadly  cancer  thm  aitecks  the  lining  of  the 
lungs. 

See  hlto  flwWw.ainiTmiistirm  cDm/meanthHliornaP 

rm  n  camnniu  n  =4  f  r bcc  J '/  bfredB  7  ^  34  sea  1  r3?.9Fbh  7  hf]  /fijtgy word  -mesothelioma 

iuurue-GoaqlEfl  u  Em  _mmJ  ii  im = C  PC  An  I  rn  canipalrji  i-Megottielkima 

L;ghfqmia 

The  Lames  Law  firm  [which  Represents  Clients  in  all  50  £  tabes}  has  recovered  over  SAOO 
ti nl lion  for  rnusolhelioirin  and  ashes lus  victims  The  Laniei  Law  Firm  has  won  over  $400 
million  in  jury  awards  and  settlement  on  behali  ol  the  victims  of  mesothelioma  ^nri  other 
asbestos- re Uled  diseases.  The  Lanier  Law  Firm  has  won  over  $4DQ  milthpn  in  Jury  ^w^Tdf, 
and  settlements  on  behalf  ol  the  victims  of  mesothelioma  and  nth-eT  ash^mas- related 


diseases. 


Senator  Luther  E.  Gibson,  of  Solano  County  tied  served  in  the  California  Slate  Senate  elnne 
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T048 


On  January  27,  1965,  tie  introduced  Senate  Silt  No  265  (SB  265)  in  the  Senate  designating 
native  gold  as  California's  official  state  mineral  and  serpentine  a?;  California's  official  state 
ruck. 

Serpentine  was  described  as  o  spotted,  mottled  mostly  dull  green  rack  re-asm  tiling  a  serpent's 
skin.  Ei  was  found  In  California  but  was  not  unique  to  the  state. 

The  green  serpentine  was  considered  On  attractive  iuckP  suitable  ft*  ornamental  stonework 
Polishing  could  produce  a  marble-Nkc  sheen. 

Often  referred  1C  as  verde  antique  Of  serpentine  marble,  il  was  ussd  to  craM  small  items  such 
as  backends  3nd  paperweights  and  also  used  for  decorative  elements  nn  buildings 
(hroughout  the  state. 

Serpentine  also  served „  and  Serves,  as  a  host  iuck  far  rnmeiats  such  as  chromite,  magesite, 
cinnabar,  and  chrysolite  asbestos. 

In  an  April  14,  1365  letter  to  Governor  Edmond  G  ttiown,  urging  the  Governor's  approval  of 
Senate  Bill  No,  265,  DeWitt  Nelson,  end  Director  of  the  California  Department  of 
Conservation  wrote 

"Allhough  serpentine  is  not  unique  to  California,  it  is  by  no  means  widely  distributed 
elsewhere;  and  in  many  states  does  notarial  at  all.  Serpentine  rndireclly  is  of  great  economic 
importance  to  California,  ll  is  a  host  rod*  far  the  slate's  newa^t  and  most  rapidly ’-growing 
mineral  industry-asbestos,  now  bringing  in  several  millions  of  dollars  annually.  It  is  an 
attractive  rock,  selected  varieties  nt  serpentine  make  good  cutting  material  and  is  used  for 
boukends,  paper  weights,  ale.  Designating  serpentine  as  the  state  rock  will  increase  IhC 
market  for  such  items  arid  improve  tire  local  economy  in  a  number  of  places  " 
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Submission  1269  (Susan  Greenfield,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


Palmdale- to ‘Burbank  leg  of  the  high  speed  rail  from  Susan  Greenfield,  3961  Sourdough 
Rd,  ACTON,  C A  93510  TO  O:  Mark  A  McLoughlin.  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention'  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section,  project  Level  EiR/EIS,  California  High  Speed 
Rail  Authority  ,  700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532,  Los  Angeles,  CA,  90012 

tefii Vs  IreamlnU  .it  C^Hal  Lliir*  in  llngir  !iut^  will  th.:  unp3*i«J 

TfrflK;  5  Jo  four  a  Iftw  CflrUiifler^iDns  Jhur  ragiufxAl  Planning  needt  In  (.umuiImi  limy  Mud  luii  with  loynnl  In  pusn^AJji  b-  hole  f<v 
a  h^h  sped  bullet  tarn  irwougli  lh&  huatb;  rrtid  bodisra  pr  Ihv  Aden  GomrwnHi 

Quasboiig ,  I  mny  be  cmlaeted  1  -Bfl I  -2(1*9-3307 
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Submission  1269  (Susan  Greenfield,  August  29,  2014) 
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Submission  1270  (Angel  Griesel,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #612  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Angel 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 

Griesel 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

28680  Placerview  Trail 

City  : 

Santa  Clarita 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91390 

Telephone  : 

(818)  383-8149  > 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

angelgeewhiz@gmail.com 

>  From:  Angel  Griesel  <angelgeewhiz@gmail.com> 

>  Subject:  High  speed  rail 

>  Date:  August  26,  2014  at  1 1 :45:30  AM  PDT 

>  To:  scvtaskforce@gmail.com 

>  Cc:  palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 


>  PLEASE: 

>  Support  The  preferred  alignment  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale, 
bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor 
Antonovich). 

> 

>  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

>  1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

>  2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

>  3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

>  3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

>  4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

>  5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 


>  As  a  Real  Estate  Broker  this  has  a  HUGE  impact  on  my  buyers  and  sellers 
and  we  can  not  let  this  happen!! 

> 

>  Your  impact  will  impact  the  lives  of  the  residents  of  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 
We  are  counting  on  you! 

> 

>  Angel  Griesel 

>  Kellar-Davis,  Inc 

>  Homeowner  28680  Placerview  Trail 

>  Santa  Clarita,  CA  91390 
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Submission  1270  (Angel  Griesel,  August  27,  2014)  -  Continued 


>(818)  383-8149 
>  angelgeewhiz@gmail.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-604 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1271  (Thomas  Griffin,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1271  (Thomas  Griffin,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1272  (Alene  Griffin,  August  25,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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Submission  1272  (Alene  Griffin,  August  25,  2014) 
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Submission  1273  (William  Grindley,  August  29,  2014) 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  August  29th  2014 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  AND  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

SUBJECT:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  AND  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles 
Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

Your  group  is  doing  a  scoping  study  concerning  the  environmental 
review  between  Palmdale  and  Burbank  and  onward  to  Los  Angeles. 

City  Councils  along  that  route  are  concerned  about  the  speeds  the 
high-speed  train  be  going  through  their  cities.  I  enclose  the  results  of 
my  analysis  I  that  indicates  the  high-speed  train  will  be  going  through 
the  cities  along  the  route  at  high  speed,  which  will  probably  be 
objectionable  (including  unsafe)  for  many  of  these  urban  areas. 

I  therefore  ask  you  to  consider  this  issue  and  the  results  of  my 
analyses,  which  accompany  this  letter. 


Paul  Jones 
Copies: 

Acton  Town  Council 
Agua  Dulce  Town  Council 
Burbank  City  Council 

Los  Angeles  City  Council,  Seventh  District 

Palmdale  City  Council 

San  Fernando  City  Council 

Santa  Clarita  City  Council 

Van  Nuys  Neighborhood  Council 
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Table  accompanying  29  August  2014  letter  from  Paul  Jones  to  Mark 
McLoughlin  of  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


HSR  TRAIN  SPEEDS  THROUGH  SELECTED 
SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  CITIES  * 

mph  =  miles  per  hour 

Southbound 

Northbound 

City 

HSR  Trains 

HSR  Trains 

Palmdale 

210  mph 

220  mph 

Soledad 

220  mph 

155  mph 

Newhall 

220  mph 

200  mph 

San  Fernando 

220  mph 

175  mph 

Burbank 

220  mph 

160  mph 

*  Source:  Memorandum  by  Frank  Vacca  of  February  11, 
2013  to  Jeff  Morales,  CEO,  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority,  Titled:  Phase  1  Blended  Travel  Time.  Also 
incorporated  into  the  court  Declaration  of  Frank  Vacca 
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Submission  1274  (Stanley  and  Mary  Guess,  August  29,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #489  DETAIL 

Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone 
Email  : 

Cell  Phone 
Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

We  are  writing  this  letter  to  express  our  vehement  opposition  to  the  CHSRA’s 
vague  and  non-specific  Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study  Area  proposed  for 
the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section.  We  believe  it  is  irresponsible  for 
the  Authority  to  release  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  showing  almost  500 
square  miles  to  potentially  be  in  the  path  of  high  speed  rail  and  putting  so 
many  people  under  that  cloud. 

Shadow  Hills,  the  community  that  we’ve  called  home  for  more  than  17  years, 
appears  to  be  right  in  the  path  of  the  Alternative  Corridor,  and  we  are 
opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  going  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  the 
Big  Tujunga  Wash  (both  treasured  and  protected  outdoor  recreation  areas 
enjoyed  by  members  of  this  community  and  others)  or  Shadow  Hills,  a  highly 
unique  rural  area  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  where  residents  can  enjoy  a 
country  lifestyle. 

To  avoid  impacting  sensitive  and  protected  environmental  areas  or  residential 
communities,  the  lines  should  run  through  industrial  and  commercial  zones. 

The  route  initially  proposed  to  follow  CA-14  and  1-5  is  so  much  more  sensible 
and  far  superior  in  many  ways,  not  the  least  of  which  is  the  reduced  cost  to 
the  taxpayers  over  the  cost  of  the  proposed  path  through  the  Alternative 
Corridor.  The  multitude  of  environmental  obstacles  posed  by  high  speed  rail 
using  the  Alternative  Corridor  is  economically  infeasible,  especially  in  light  of 
the  current  and  potentially  future  economic  uncertainty  in  this  country  and 
around  the  world. 
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stan  leyg  uess@ca .  rr.  com 
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Stanley 

Guess 


While  the  environmental  and  economic  issues  stated  above  are  very 
important  to  us,  so  is  the  impact  the  proposed  Alternative  Corridor  could  have 
upon  Shadow  Hills.  This  is  one  of  only  a  few  surviving  rural  communities  in 
the  City  of  Los  Angeles  where  residents  can  raise  farm  animals  of  all  kinds 
and  horses  abound.  A  high  speed  train  going  through  this  community  of 
several  thousand  people  in  any  way  would  destroy  our  quiet  country  lifestyle 
(the  main  reason  we  live  here).  Construction  in  the  area,  including  noise  and 
pollution,  would  impact  heavily  on  our  community  and  many  residents  would 
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leave  as  a  result.  Every  property  in  the  community  would  lose  the 
tremendous  value  that  the  homeowners  have  worked  hard  for  decades  to 
achieve  and  maintain.  The  noise  and  vibrations  caused  by  construction  and 
perhaps  the  trains  themselves  would  cause  undue  stress  on  the  multitude  of 
animals  nearby,  which  would  cause  affected  homeowners  to  find  a  more 
suitable  location  to  raise  their  animals.  Before  long,  Sunland  Boulevard 
would  no  longer  be  a  scenic  thoroughfare;  instead,  as  time  goes  on,  it  would 
run  through  a  slum  and  this  area  would  become  a  problem  for  law 
enforcement  officials.  Most  local  businesses  would  close  up  and  as  the  area 
slipped  into  decay,  even  more  of  the  area’s  responsible  residents  would  leave 
for  a  more  suitable  environment  away  from  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  and  the 
city  would  lose  one  more  desirable  place  to  live. 

Our  home  and  business  are  situated  within  300  feet  of  Sunland  Boulevard 
and  we  raise  poultry,  so  the  current  proposal  for  the  Alternative  Corridor  is 
even  more  opposed  by  us  because  we  live  here  for  the  country  lifestyle  this 
community  affords  us,  and  a  high  speed  rail  going  through  Shadow  Hills 
would  destroy  this  highly  unique  rural  community. 

Sincerely, 

Stanley  V.  Guess 
Mary  J.  Guess 

cc:Councilman  Fuentes 
Supervisor  Antonovich 
Supervisor  Yaroslavsky 
Mayor  Garcetti 
Assemblyman  Bocanegra 
Congressman  Schiff 
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Public  Comment  on  HSR  Project 

August  2014 


To  the  Board  of  Director  of  the  California  HSRA, 

We  are  writing  to  you  today  to  voice  a  our  strong  and  determined  opposition 
to  the  construction  of  a  high  speed  rail  system  through  the  town  of  Acton,  CA. 
The  disadvantages  of  this  project  and  it’s  devastating  effect  on  our  family,  our 
community,  the  rural  environment  and  our  entire  way  of  life  far  out  weighs 
any  projected  commuter  efficiency. 

Our  Concerns: 

Based  on  the  maps  posted  on  your  site  it  appears  that  you  plan  on  slicing 
through  the  heart  of  our  town  of  Acton,  CA.  Additionally,  two  of  the  three 
proposed  routes  appear  go  through  or  just  along  our  property  line.  We 
specifically  chose  to  invest  our  retirement  funds  in  property  far  away  from  the 
freeway  to  avoid  the  pollution,  noise  and  blight  of  this  type  of  infrastructure.  In 
a  town  like  Acton,  there  is  an  expectation  of  peace,  quiet,  clean  air  and  open 
space.  What  will  happen  to  our  well,  our  air  quality,  the  open  spaces  we  so 
cherish  and  the  wildlife  here? 

Water  We  are  living  off  well  water  and  we  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  and 
energy  to  make  sure  that  our  well  is  sufficient  for  our  needs  and  survival  here. 
The  construction  of  the  HSR  would  effectively  cut  us  off  from  our  life  source. 
How  are  we  expected  to  live  here  with  our  access  to  water?  We  simply  can 
not  afford  to  truck  it  in.  Not  to  mention  that  trucking  water  in  to  everyone 
would  mean  even  more  noise  and  pollution  in  our  town. 

Pollution/Environment  One  of  the  main  reasons  we  live  here  is  that  our  father 
is  a  recovering  heart  patient  (he  had  quadruple  bypass  in  2010)  and  a 
diabetic.  Access  to  clean  air  and  open  space  is  essential  to  his  well  being 
and  health.  The  introduction  of  pollution  and  dirt  during  construction  and  as 
the  trains  speed  by  our  land  would  cause  irreparable  harm  to  his  health  and 
could  cause  many  sever  complications  and  additional  medical  conditions. 
Additionally,  the  wide  array  of  wildlife  in  our  area  (birds,  coyotes,  frogs, 
rabbits,  bees  etc.)  would  be  impacted  adversely  and  permanently. 
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Noise  Levels  The  peace  and  quite  of  our  town  are  a  major  component  of  our 
life  here.  The  stress  and  disruption  of  having  these  extremely  noisy  and 
dangerously  speeding  trains  along  our  land  and  during  the  construction 
would  cause  us  to  be  unable  to  us  our  land  in  it’s  intended  way.  As  a 
peaceful  sanctuary  and  retreat  for  our  retiring  and  recovering  family 
members. 

Economics  Based  on  the  proposed  economic  costs  of  the  construction 
project,  the  extremely  high  prices  of  the  tickets  to  travel  along  the  route  this 
project  would  be  a  huge  economic  burden  on  us  the  tax  payers.  The 
potential  benefit  to  a  small  number  of  affluent  commuters  would  have  a  slight 
improvement  on  their  commute,  but  at  a  cost  that  is  too  high  and  devastates 
the  lives  and  livelihoods  of  the  majority  of  people  who  live  along  or  near  the 
route.  We  will  gain  no  short  or  long  term  benefit  from  this  project  and  we  will 
be  affected  adversely  and  permanently,  if  this  project  goes  through  our 
property  values  will  be  divested  and  we  may  be  driven  into  bankruptcy. 

In  Conclusion: 

We  have  invested  our  life  saving  and  our  entire  retirement  fund  into  our 
home/property  in  beautiful  Acton,  CA.  The  HSR  project  will  effectively 
devastate  our  health,  our  economic  situation  and  our  dream  of  a  healthy  and 
safe  retirement.  We  urge  all  those  involved  to  take  into  honest  and  serious 
consideration  the  devastating  effect  this  project  will  have  on  our  life  and  the 
lives  of  many  of  our  neighbors  along  this  proposed  route.  We  invite  you  to 
visit  our  town  and  see  for  yourself  the  real  cost  that  would  be  paid. 

Sincerely, 

Hany  and  Sanaa  Guirguis 
Tamer  Guirguis  &  Family, 

Sherin  Guirguis  &  Family 

The  Guirguis  Families 
33530  Hubbard  Rd 
Acton  CA  93510 
United  States 
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:  Dear  Mr  McLoughlin, 


I  do  not  live  in  the  Acton  area  but  it  is  one  of  my  favorite  places  to  hike  and 
enjoy  nature.  I  was  appalled  to  learn  that  a  tunnel  under  the  San  Gabriel 
Mountains  is  once  again  being  proposed  as  an  option  for  the  San  Francisco- 
to-Los  Angeles  high-speed  rail  train’s  Southern  California  segment 


According  to  news  accounts,  the  proposal  to  take  the  train  underground  was 
rejected  as  a  possibility  during  the  2012  environmental  review  process  for  the 
project,  on  the  basis  that: 

“Operational,  maintenance  and  safety  issues  and  high  capital  and  operational 
costs  associated  with  tunnels,  tunneling  is  only  considered  when  the 
topography  of  the  ground  makes  it  necessary  or  there  is  a  major  significant 
impact  which  cannot  be  mitigated  in  any  other  way.” 


The  official  PEIR,  located  at 

http://www.hsr.ca.gov/docs/programs/statewide_rail/proj_sections/Palmdale_ 
LA/Palmdale_to_LA_SAA_Report_Sylmar_Palmdale_Subsection_5_3_1 2.pdf 
,  states: 


“The  impacts  from  an  at-grade/aerial  option  through  Sand  Canyon  that  cannot 
be  mitigated  by  developing  alternative  above  ground  options  are  not 
sufficiently  severe  to  make  [tunneling]  a  reasonable  option  to  consider.” 

The  situation  in  Sand  Canyon  clearly  does  not  meet  the  necessary  criteria  for 
tunneling,  so  why  is  it  still  being  considered? 

The  negative  impact  to  impact  5,400  linear  feet  of  streams  and  creeks  and 
Palmdale  and  Una  lakes  is  unacceptable.  The  geological  risk  of  tunneling 
through  seven  miles  of  extensive  faulting  and  potentially  unstable  geology  is 
unacceptable.  The  ecological  damage  to  critical  wildlife  habitat  and 
recreational  areas  is  unacceptable. 

I  have  been  an  environmental  reporter  for  the  Malibu  Surfside  News  for  the 
past  seven  years  and  have  a  wide  experience  of  environmental  and 
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development  issues.  The  Acton  portion  of  the  proposed  train  route  would 
never  pass  California  Coastal  Commission  review  if  the  proposal  was  for  an 
area  located  in  the  Coastal  Zone.  And  yet,  the  environment  of  Sand  Canyon 
and  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  is  just  as  fragile  and  significant  as  the  coast, 
and  just  as  deserving  of  adequate  protection. 

I  have  enough  experience  to  know  with  certainty  that  the  tunnel  proposal  will 
be  met  with  legal  challenges  and  that  any  legal  challenge  on  the  basis  of 
CEQA  will  have  a  good  chance  of  derailing  this  poorly  conceived  option. 

Please  reject  the  tunnel  alternative  in  favor  of  a  less  environmentally 
damaging  option. 

Thank  you. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Suzanne  Guldimann 


Suzanne  Guldimann 
Writer  and  Artist 

The  Malibu  Post:  http://themalibupost.blogspot.com 

The  Malibu  Surfside  News:  http://www.malibusurfsidenews.com 

310-457-0815  |  s.guldimann@gmail.com 
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No  on  the  current  HSR  proposal.  If  you  want  a  real  high  speed  rail  system, 
like  they  have  in  Europe  and  Asia,  put  it  up  the  middle  of  I  5  from  San  Diego 
to  Vancouver.  John  Gutierrez 
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In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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September  9,  2014 


Sent  Via  Email 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  St.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Re:  High  Speed  Rail  Palmdale  to  Burbank 

Dear  Palmdale  -Burbank  HSR, 

I  am  a  resident  of  Los  Angeles  and  I  would  like  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  proposed  new 
corridor  high-speed  rail  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank.  I  have  a  special  interest  in  that  my  church  is 
located  in  Sun  Valley  and  the  church’s  parsonage  is  in  Shadow  Hills.  I  strongly  urge  the  removal 
of  the  alternate  route  from  consideration  -  it  makes  little  or  no  sense. 

The  proposed  route  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  near  the  Hansen  Dam,  Tujunga  Wash 
and  various  earthquake  faults  make  the  plan  unfeasible.  Tunneling  for  the  distance  proposed 
presents  its  own  problems  and  dangers.  Cost  of  such  a  plan  would  be  astronomical. 

Several  communities  in  and  around  Shadow  Hills  will  be  greatly  affected.  This  area  is  one  of  the 
last  equestrian  districts  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles.  In  addition  to  reducing  property  values,  the 
community  would  be  greatly  affected.  Not  only  would  homes  be  lost,  but  the  community’s 
limited  recreational  facilities  would  be  eliminated.  This  and  the  noise  of  the  high-speed  rail  and 
facilities  would  greatly  impact  thousands  of  residents. 

The  original  proposal  to  use  existing  rail  lines  is  far  better  than  attempting  to  destroy  a 
community  that  already  has  too  many  heavy  industry  uses.  The  communities  of  Sunland,  Sun 
Valley,  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace,  La  Tuna  Canyon  and  Tujunga  are  speaking  as  one  - 
eliminate  this  alternative  route  proposal. 

As  a  recent  article  in  the  LA  Times  reports,  ridership  in  Metro  Link  Rail  lines  has  been  declining 
significantly  in  the  last  few  years.  What  makes  one  think  that  ridership  on  a  bullet  train  would  be 
any  different? 

We  urge  you  to  permanently  eliminate  the  alternative  route  from  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

John  Gutierrez  MSW 
Ysidra  Gutierrez  MSW 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #423  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Emily 

Haase 


Van  Nuys 

CA 

00000 


missmlemarie@gmail.com 


Palmdale  -  Burbank 


I  voice  my  objections  to  the  proposed  Palmdale  to  Burbank  route  of  the  High 
Speed  Rail/Bullet  Train,  specifically  the  Alternative  Corridor/New  Study 
Area. 


I  echo  all  objections  raised  by  the  Shadow  Hills  Property  Owners 
Association  in  the  letter  submitted  by  the  SHPOA  Board  of  Directors  dated 
August  29,  2014. 

In  addition,  I  would  like  to  emphasize  point  #28  in  the  aforementioned 
letter:  the  impact  of  a  proposed  HSR  on  our  beloved  equestrian  community's 
land.  *Subdividing  the  community,  trails,  and  horse  properties--both  public 
and  private--  would  devastate  a  lifestyle  integral  to  the  area's  residents, 
and  residents  outside  the  area.*  I  live  in  Van  Nuys.  The  equestrian 
community  of  Shadow  Hills  and  Lakeview  Terrace,  including  the  equestrian 
trail  system  of  the  Hansen  Dam  Rec  area  and  the  Los  Angeles  National  Park 
provide  unmatchable  value  to  me  and  my  friends.*  A  similar  equestrian 
community  does  not  exist  in  easy  driving  distance  from  greater  Los  Angeles.* 

*1  respectfully  request  that  all  points  of  the  SHPOA  letter  be  addressed 
before  any  further  consideration  of  the  Alternative  Corridor/New  Study 
Area.  I  suggest  that  the  Alternative  Corridor/New  Study  Area  is  unfeasible, 
and  should  be  withdrawn  immediately.* 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Thank  You, 

Emily  Haase 
Van  Nuys,  CA 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #212  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/21/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Jeff 

Last  Name  : 

Habberstad 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

15182  Iron  Canyon  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Santa  Clarita 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

661.298.4848 

Email  : 

habberstad@me.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

661.809.1595 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N  Alameda,  Room,  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

As  one  of  many  residents  who  stands  to  be  highly  impacted  by  the  Palmdale 
to  Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail,  I  would  like  to  add  the  following 
comments. 

A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together. 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the  above 
ground  alignment. 

C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 

Sincerely, 

Jeff  Habberstad 
15182  Iron  Canyon  Road 
Santa  Clarita,  CA  91387 
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0:661-298-4848 

0:661-803-1595 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #477  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Toni 

Last  Name  : 

Haigh 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

31720  Angeles  Forest  Hwy 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Palmdale 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93550 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

haighart@mac.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

HSRA  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comments 


I  am  concerned  about  many  aspects  of  the  proposed  routes  between 
Palmdale  and  Burbank. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  above  ground  aspects  of  all  the  routes. 

Primarily  because  of  the  disruption  of  the  rural  lifestyle  it  would  be  going 
through. 

The  noise  would  be  unbearable  to  those  of  us  used  to  living  in  the  quietness 
of  the  country  where  you  can  hear  the  birds  and  animals,  particularly  our 
horses. 

I  am  very  tuned  in  to  their  noises  that  would  indicate  a  problem,  such  as  one 
getting  loose.  With  the  high  speed  train  noises  I  would  no  longer  be  able  to  do 
that. 

It  would  also  be  an  unknown  as  to  how  it  would  affect  the  depositions  of  those 
horses  having  to  hear  it  constantly  "coming  at  them"  for  they  would  have  no 
way  of  knowing  that  it 

was  confined  to  a  rail  line.  Horses  are  prey  animals  that  survive  by  fleeing 
from  their  predators.  I  can  only  assume  they  would  consider  the  sounds  of  a 
train  coming  as  a  predator. 

Horses  have  very  sensitive  hearing  for  their  protection  so  I  cannot  imagine 
how  the  onslaught  of  sounds  and  the  frequency  from  the  above  ground  trains 
would  affect  their  well  being,  thereby  affecting 

their  temperaments  and  our  safety  around  them  as  they  try  to  flee  from  the 
big,  noisy,  fast  train.  I  hate  to  imagine  the  accidents  that  would  be 
forthcoming  as  you  try  to  ride  your  horse  through  the  hills  of  Acton  when 
suddenly  a  high  speed  train  bursts  out  of  a  tunnel  without  warning  scaring  our 
horses  and  putting  us  at  extreme  risk. 

The  above  ground  or  daylight  routes  would  also  have  a  profound  effect  on  the 
wildlife  near  the  routes.  Again  there  are  also  many  that  are  prey  animals  that 
would  react  as  the  horses  would.  At  least  our  horses  are  contained  but  how 
do  we  explain  to  the  wildlife  that  they  can  no  longer  have  access  to  their  trails 
and  homeland.  How  do  we  keep  them  off  the  rails?  and  not  disrupt  their  home 
territory? 
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Submission  1284  (Toni  Haigh,  August  29,  2014)  -  Continued 


The  visual  aspect  of  the  trains  bursting  in  and  out  of  tunnels  would  be  very 
disconcerting  and  disruptive  to  anyone  nearby  and  again  particularly  to  our 
horses  and  wildlife.  How  do  we  explain  to  them  that  the  trains  are  on  a 
schedule  and  should  be  expected?  Again  that  those  trains  are  not  predators? 
How  about  the  visual  impact  on  the  passengers?  I  have  been  on  high  speed 
trains  in  England.  They  are  very  efficient  but  are  designed  for  commuters  that 
are  not  usually  looking  out  the  windows.  They  are  busy  with  their  newspapers 
and  electronics.  The  countryside  where  most  high  speed  trains  are  run  is 
usually  flat  without  a  lot  of  visual  disturbance  as  is  our  central  valley  where 
most  of  the  HSRA  is  intended  to  run. 

But  our  area  is  hilly  and  numerous  tunnels  and  above  ground  areas  are 
proposed.  As  a  passenger  that  would  be  extremely  visually  disorienting  at  the 
rate  of  speed  that  is  proposed.  I  would  not  want  to  ride  the  train  under  those 
conditions.  I  would  imagine  that  it  would  also  have  a  debilitating  effect  on 
those  people  prone  to  migraine  headaches  and  epilepsy.  Visually  your  eyes 
would  not  have  the  time  to  adjust  from  the  extreme  in  lighting  from  the  tunnels 
to  daylight  and  back  again  at  that  speed. 

The  impact  it  would  have  on  our  community  would  be  so  profound  as  to  be 
devastating.  The  loss  of  homes  and  dreams,  life  savings  and  expectations, 
the  loss  of  the  use  and  enjoyment  of  our  community  and  lifestyle  with  our 
animals  is  beyond  understanding.  The  price  to  be  paid  for  the  convenience  of 
a  few  traveling  through  our  area  is  incalculable. 

All  of  the  above  leads  me  to  believe  that  the  only  option  is  the  all  underground 
route  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  mostly  through  the  Angeles  Forest  land  east 
of  Angeles  Forest  Hwy  and  outside  the  boundaries  of  Acton  and  Agua  Dulce. 
That  seems  to  be  the  only  common  sense  route  to  pursue  as  it  would  have 
the  most  minimal  impact  on  our  community  and  lifestyle  as  well  as  the  fragile 
natural  habitat  of  our  high  desert  area.  The  residents  would  then  be  able  to 
continue  to  enjoy  our  investments  in  our  homes,  our  lifestyle  and  our 
community.The  remaining  concern  would  be  the  impact  the  tunneling  would 
have  on  our  water  resources  in  the  area.  That  issue  needs  to  be  addressed 
and  we  need  to  get  the  assurances  from  HSRA  that  water  will  be  provided  to 
those  of  us  that  are  impacted  at  their  expense. 

Lets  hope  that  those  of  you  that  are  in  the  position  to  make  the  decisions  that 
will  be  having  such  a  profound  effect  on  our  lives  will  be  able  to  see  that  the 
only  viable  route  is  the  all  underground  tunnel  from  Palmdale  To  Burbank. 
That  our  lives  and  our  community  should  not  be  sacrificed  for  the  expediency 
of  the  few  that  will  be  using  the  rail. 

Sincerely, 

Toni  P.  Haigh 

661-965-7659 

31720  Angeles  Forest  Hwy 

Palmdale  Ca  93550 

(Acton) 

Haighart@mac.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Mark  A.  Me  Lough  fin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Sectiun  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
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CA 

00000 
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No 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales, 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Morgan  Hall 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #664  DETAIL 

Status  : 
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Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
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State  : 
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Email  : 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  very  concerned  that  there  will  be  significant  negative  impact  to  my 

community. 

1 .  Two  schools  be  so  close  to  the  tracks  that  they  will  have  harsh  sound 
pollution  every  time  a  train  would  go  by  on  the  tracks. 

2.  There  will  be  the  elimination  of  a  church  which  has  been  there  for 
many  years. 

3.  The  area  around  the  tracks  presently  is  quiet  and  very  peaceful  but 
the  sound  pollution  for  the  train  will  be  felt  for  a  significant 

distance  damaging  the  entire  community  in  eastern  Santa  Clarita. 

Please  consider  the  route  that  does  not  severally  impact  the  Santa 
Clarita  area. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/25/2014 
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Douglas  Hammonds 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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To:  Mr  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Please  accept  this  eMail  as  High  Speed  Rail  project  public  comment  from 
Mark  Hanson,  32  year  resident  of  Canyon  Country,  CA. 


Thank  you  for  formally  considering  the  direct  alignment  from  Burbank  to 
Palmdale  as  a  third  option  benefiting  from  an  EIR/EIS.  This  is  by  far  the 
preferred  option,  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  (SCV)  all  together 
avoiding  the  disruptions  and  negative  impacts  associated  with  any  path  thru 
our  valley. 

Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the  above 
ground  alignment.  However,  both  SCV  routes  are  undesirable  and  introduce 
unnecessary  trauma  to  residents  and  environmental  impacts  linked  to  the 
construction  and  ongoing  rail  operations.  Notably  and  perhaps  under- 
appreciated,  the  frequency  and  speed  of  trains  traversing  the  valley 
represents  an  unprecedented  level  of  noise  pollution.  This  level  of  potential 
impact  will  likely  produce  a  vastly  broader  "swath"  of  impacted  residents  / 
property  acquisitions,  resulting  in  a  significant  increase  in  HSR  project 
financial  and  legal  resources. 

Known  impacts  of  SCV  alignments  include  but  are  not  limited  to: 

-  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

-  Eliminates  a  community  church 

-  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

-  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

-  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

-  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 


Looking  forward  to  reviewing  your  comprehensive  evaluation  of  the  direct 
route  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale. 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-633 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1289  (Mark  Hanson,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 


Sincerely, 

Mark  Hanson 
Yes 
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August  26,  2014 


Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 


Dear  Mr.  Morales: 


I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  The  proposed  route  poses  serious 
threats  to  schools,  churches,  homes,  wildlife,  national  forest  concerns,  and 
the  overall  lifestyle  in  the  area.  The  plan  itself  for  this  portion  has  already  had 
a  serious  negative  impact  on  real  estate  transactions  in  the  area.  If  it  were  to 
come  to  fruition,  it  would  leave  a  trail  of  disruption,  not  only  to  those  directly 
impacted  by  being  in  its  path,  but  also  for  those  of  us  who  live  nearby.  I  have 
lived  in  this  area  for  over  30  years,  raised  my  children  here,  and  have  now 
retired.  The  high  speed  rail  running  through  the  proposed  area  would  ruin  the 
essence  of  why  we  have  chosen  to  live  here  and  would  dramatically  decrease 
the  value  of  our  home.  While  significant  for  anyone  nearby,  for  retirees  such 
as  ourselves,  it  is  devastating. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  for  this  section.  The  alternative  route  going  directly  from 
Burbank  to  Palmdale  is  shorter  and  represents  a  far  better  alternative  in 
terms  of  environmental  and  lifestyle  concerns.  Pulling  that  alternative  off  the 
table  should  allow  real  estate  levels  to  move  back  to  market  value  relative  to 
neighboring  communities  not  threatened  by  the  path  of  the  rail  and  would  do 
a  great  deal  to  allow  those  of  us  who  live  here  to  plan  our  futures  without  the 
impending  threat  of  the  devastation  to  our  community. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
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Sincerely, 

Linda  Hanson 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Tina  Hargett 
333E  Banson  5c 
Acton;  CA  935  IQ 


Mark  A.  McLaughlin 

Director  of  Fnvir&nmemal  Serviced 

AUN:  Pd-lrndrfleto  Burbank  Project  Stfctron 

Carirarnia  HiRh  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  C-di^ifui jmkj  Regional  Office 

700  North  Alameda,  Room  3*532 

L as.  Angeles,  CA  300 12 

Dear  Mr.  McLaughlin, 

This  letter  is  in  response  to  the  Scoping  Meeting  held  on  August  11,  2014  at  ihn  Aetna -Agiia 
Duke  County  library  In  Acton.  |  have  many,  many  concerns  over  the  impacts  such  a  project 
would  have  un  Ihy  community  oF  Ac Lun  that  wuuld  forever  change  the  rural  atmosphere  that  t 
lust  recently  moved  up  here  to  enfoy.  First  and  rone  mo?  t,  3  would  surest  that  this  project  he 
terminated  all  togelhui  I  as  a  voting  citizen  of  this  state  did  not  vole  to  approve  such  a  project 
that  would  negatively  impact  the  Irves  at  so  many  people.  Secondly,  1  do  not  believe  the  Mate 
can  afford  to  spend  all  rhls  money  for  something  we  don't  even  know  can  iustain.  itself  let  alu ntr 
mike  a  profit  while  there  are  so  many  other  concerns  in  this  state  that  should  be  addressed 
first.  Thirdly,  rhi1;  proper  should  nnr  be  segmented  Into  separate  pans  now  Jum ping  ahead  to 
the  Palmdale-  By r bank  segment  when  the  other  parts  hove  not  yet  been  aligned  or  worked  out. 
That  being  saidh  l  will  proceed  with  the  objections  with  the  imparts  on  the  communities  of 
Acton-  Agua  Duke. 

The  landscape  In  Arfrm  and  Agua  Dute  h  scenic  arm'  rural  with  one  of  on i  mos[  well -known 
sites,  the  widely  used  Vasquez  Bocks  Nature  Trescrve.  This  is  a  county  park  that  provides  hiking 
and  riding  tral'tau  well  as  being  the  site  far  many  a  western  movie  The  train  would  ruin  that 
picturesque  setting  along  with  the  rest  oF  the  communities'  tranquil  nature.  The  High-Speed 
Bn i I  In  contrast  will  add  an  urban  element  of  overhead  viaducts  and  runnel  entrances  and  erits 
that  will  dominate  the  landscape  and  detract  from  the  existing  open  space  and  mountain  views. 
The  elevated  viaducts  and  catenary  across  scenic  Sierra  Highway,  Angeles  Forest  Highway,  Red 
ftrtver  Min f*  Road,  and  Snledad  Canyon  Rond  and  others  would  detmrt  from  evisting  landscape 
features,  tul/fift  tunnel  portals,  and  elevated  structures  would  be  visible  against  natural  open 
space,  hulk  ides  and  ridges.  Elevated  structures  produce  shallow  effects  for  75*  feet.  Lighting 

will  interfenp  wirh  I  he  valued  dark  sky  enjoyed  by  residents  The  need  l.o  reduce  expected  view 
blockage,  contrast  with  existing  landscape  settings,  and  light  and  shadow  is  significant. 

All  fencing  along  the  truck  needs  to  be  non  reflective.  Night  lighting  should  be  hooded  and 
directed  to  the  ares  where  the  lighting  Is  required.  For  lighting  not  required  24  hours  per  day, 
seniors  and  tlmei  should  Be  specified  Potential  shadow  efforts  on  adjacent  roads,  pedestrian 
areas,  and  revrdentfal  areas  should  be  taken  into  account. 
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Native  vegetation  should  be  used  adjacent  to  areas,  outside  of  the  operating  tracks,  staging 
areas,  and  an*as  that  are  graded  or  liJIerJ  Review  of  local  rural  design  pljn>  and  puberes  should 
be  conducted  taking  into  account  local  design  objectives.  Specific  design.  measures  should  bp 
implemented  accordingly, 

Now  let's  lake  a  look  ot  the  impact  on  agrlruiture,  farmland,  and  forasr  land  The  majority  At 
Aclon  and  Agua  Duke  are  zoned  agricultural.  What  is  the  potential  risk  of  zoning  conflicts  or  a 
Williamson  Act  conflict  with  the  construction  ot  the*  High-Speed  Rail?  What  fc  the  rkk  of 
conversion  or  farmland  to  non -farm  uses?  Negates  effects  an  farms,  orchards,  and  ranches, 
including  the  historic  fllum  Ranch,  are  inevitable. 

Many  properties  me  currency  uipri  for  hoarding  and  breeding  of  hoises  and  Other  animals. 
Large  areas  along  the  alpgnment  will  be  adversely  affected  by  noise  and  other  impacts  and  wifi 
have  a  huger  deleterious  Ffferr  on  Flvesrnck  nnrf  nn  reside  ms  engaged  In  livpstork  management. 

Air  quality  Impacts  from  construction  and  soil  movement  will  bo  significant,  resulting  In  arum 
and  chronic  health  problems,  Construction  and  operation  of  the  High-Speed  m^i  wih  ^neralu 
large  volumes  uf  dust  Very  small  particles  of  dust  can  be  drawn  deeply  into  the  Fungs  and 
remain  there.  Small  panicle  si j#  alon-e  k  a  m^ior  hralih  rkk  for  lung  dkc-lse  -mri  for  damage  to 
the  Ldrdiov^uldi  system.  Particles  having  small  bu^drif  more  likely  lo  be  embedded  in  the 
lungs.  Airborne  transmission  ot  pathogens  (bacteria,  viruses,  fungus)  the  composition*  of 
certain  hazuidous  dust  particles  are  human  health  hazards.  Some  minerals  in  dust  an: 
extremely  hazardous  such  as  asbesttform  minerals,  because  of  their  ability  to  badge  in  lung 
tissue  and  promote  disease  such  as  mesothelioma,  a  form  of  lung  cancer.  The  geology  of  Acton 
includes  Surpuniine  rock,  which  yuLtrriliaffy  can  refeasu  wbestiform  particles  when  disturbed. 
Other  heavy  minerals  may  contain  potentially  fault  elements,  such  e&  certain  heavy  metals. 
Valley  Fuvor,  caused  by  d  Fungus  found  in  the  iullp  tun  be  contracted  simply  by  breathing  lo  the 
spores  Irom  the  dust  disturbed  by  the  wind  or  other  ground- disturbing  activity.  Cases  of  Valley 
Fever  have  increased  fn  California  by  mote  than  six  -  fold  in  the  past  ten  yc-di  s  lo  about  40 1*  of 
the  cases,  it  causes  mild  to  severe  flu-Fike  symptoms  or  more  serious  infections.  It  can  spread  to 
The  hrajn,  bones,  and  skin,  even  t  he  eyes,  leading  tn  blindness*  itm  abscesses,  lunp  failure,  and 
even  death.  \n  California,  VaHey  Fever  cases  mse  from  about  700  In  1999  to  more  than  5,500  taws 
in  1011.  There  were  Tift  lepurted  tjses  In  the  Antelope  Valley  Irum  20GS-2Q11  In  the  lint  sis  months 
of  ™?„  1 cases  were  reported  in !  o^  Angelos  County,  ■miming  five  deaths*  une  of  a  knul  lecn^er  in 
August  2011.  the  fupgaJ  Infection  is  prevalent  in  arid  desert  amis  i l^h-p  the  Antelope  and  Santa  Clarita 
Va  li’ty  a.  Other  dust  rented  diseases  are  dance  r„  asthma,  anergic  afveoiftii .  a  &  well  as  non  te  spiralory 
illnesses  People  from  merits  to  the  elderly  lhc  stistoubb'k."  to  the  hiMllli  dfmls  pf  fine  und  uuars^ 
riusl  particle  health  rkks, 

Acton  Is  i  known  migratory  route  for  birds  and  tarantulas.  It  Is  a  "sensitive  habbet"  For  The  California! 
quail*  homed  toaef.  kangaroo  rat  and  then  mad  runner.  It  is  a  recoEniretf  breeding  area  For  thb  red 
legged  frug  rn  Ihu  Northern  Hemisphere  II  *£  pjf!  of  u  wildlife  COirkjOr  for  Hie  buetle,  COyble.  bobcat, 
,ind  dper  i  hop-ir  i'flf  1 1  many  hil  kirie  *.  in  Steep,  vei  r  ir  .il  walled,  na  r  mw  *  anyn ns  w,  t  h  pei ci  v  h j3 
streams.  There  are  also  scattered  btands  of  mmed  pines  and  hardwoods  Including  the  protected 
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Man^ula.  Tl-rf*  California  toruJcif  inluftls  Ehii  wildumess  us  duos  the  unarmorcd  three  spine 
StlckfEfaacfc,  and  the  Santa  Ana  sutfcer,  the-  Iwij  striped  fierier  sn akc  OlGO  inh  Jbib  this  are  J-  The 
endangered  horned  liurd  also  resides  m  Acton,  There  Isa  viewing  Area  far  wild  animats  ->r«l  birds 
located  ai  tiiti  Soledad  camog-round,  In  addition,  Action  is  home  to  the  Shamhala  Preserve,  in  ™tlc 
feline  reiLue  The  High-Speed  flail  poses  a  high  potential  negative  Impact  on  the  contl nued  survival  or 
sensitive  ^pecif's.  How  is  the  Authority  planning  to  work  abound  the  newfy  approved  Wildlife  Corhdor 
south  of  Acton? 

Atiun  and  Ajrpa  Pulce  have  a  high  potential  For  discovery  of  historic  Native  American  bunal  sites  in  the 
Sotedad  Canyon  Corndpr.  1  liort  ore  known  rndian  aiHliicii  and  prelected  reFin  on  Acton  and  A^ua 
Oulto  property  in  additriwi,  there  jt  a  polefitul  impuc.t  on  pajtwntoluflifDJ  rcsqutxrs  There  sire 
farmatruns  with  potential  'o?  containing  fossil*  ai  fish,  moUusks,  sea  cqw%  spa  turtles,  tapirs,  horses, 
Ldrnpis,  pgtialnn,  Tod^nLs,  bird*.  dflirr,  llcsrds.  gc-phen.  and  vuitures  Governor  Mine  and  fled  Rnwr 
Mine  .ire  historic  minus  In  Acton  lining  operations  aria  stFK  active  in  these  areas  funhE-rrnare,  the 
Pacific  Crest  Trail  traverses  Acton.  How  wUI  Ehcse  historic  and  cultural  resources  be  protected? 

A  typical  High  Speed  Train  at  grade  would  have  a  jQ  to  100  foot  fenced  nighi-of-way,  and  an  pl&ui-ed 
guidu-way.  TKe  foul  width  wouJd  -he  compatible  to  a  si*  -  lane  nighway  Catenary  supports  ZG  FaO|  in 
height.  would  ho  be jttid  uvciy  4[f  foot  dJong  both  sides  □;  ihq  track  to  support  the  electric  wires  that 
'Supply  power  tq  I  hr-  t  rams.  I  hr?  proposed  Hiph-  Speed  Kail  JiLefriotlye  wuu!rf  Include  using  existing  rail 
tracks  or  pAralleF  tracks  to  highways  where  feasib-'F,  and  tunneling;  throi^Fi  the  srefilt  OK Mint din  areas. 
Construction  equipment,  srag  ng  areas  with  construction  maipriai$f  signage.,  And  night  lifljuinr  would  be 
vislpFe  From  adjacent  properties  and  roadways  during  the  construction  period, 

I  here  ore  plans  For  four  ip  live  round  trip  trains  per  hour.  There  would  be  extensive  signi  Fleam  kIwra 
impicfs tn  air -quality,  land  uw\  ^Thr-Tir.sr  visual  lesohrtek  cultural IncsttffiftS,  LnubglCBl  resource!, 
parks  and  recreation  resources,  schawls,  established  hu-tines*^  wildlife  hahilak,  roads,  wolet  and 
hundreds  w  homes.  Severs  noise  and  vibration  Impacts  on  residences,  sthoclSj  churchy,  and 
businesses  adjacent  to  the  rail  sFignment  eonFllct  with  local  land  u»  plans,  These  impacts  fall 
drsprupoilicmdluiy  ro  Aclon  residents  us  there  is  np  direct  benylitto  iFie  rural  community.  The  new 
Antelope  tfaHey  Flan  maintains  that  Acton  wj|I  tie  kopl  r  Ural  AIF  Impacts  conflict  with  the  rural  nature  of 
the  Acton  Community, 

Additionally*  the  Authority  has  not  provided  Acton  with  a  specific  route.  It  is  difficult  to  know  ahead  of 
time  all  oF  the  potential  impacts  to  an  undecided  Foute.  Property  owners  do  not  know  rfand  how  iheir 
property,  school,  or  d lurch  might  be  »mpacted  without  a  linal  route  selection  Impact*  can  only  be 
anticipated  Atftqilflljg  psepartflfOM  for  all  possible  impacts  is  an  unreasonable  challenge. 

tleetfomagnotic  waives  generated  by  the  High-Speed  Rail  are  a  significant  concern  Exposure  m  H-h 
levels  of  electromagnetic  radiabon  for  short  periods  of  time  con  cauw  FatigupH  headaches  and  ahulety. 
What  is  the  impuct  of  elecfcfomaKnelu:  wave*  on  candiat  demand  pacemakers?  Antennas?  Radio 

ttu  mm tesfpni  ?  Malice  .1  nd  Hr e  Trans rnlsskdld?  w  i  H  > 

The  three  idenfilied  Hrgh-Sneed  Rsrl  alignmenrs  divide  rhe  Acton  comm  unity  and  displace  Acton 
rpruuerSy  owners.  Adyn'j  repulutiuii  a  tTt>rH|url,  rural  town  will  be  Forever  literal  The  PfOXIITlIiy  to 
v  Fioois  and  ,isspull  u«i  sfwcn  wiN  significantly  itriiuiU^  value  oi  uil  Acton  propprthes.  Who  will 
want  EO  Own  Acton  property  when  lhef£  is  an  £SJ  docibnl  train  roaring  t»y  Fmqunnlly  qr  even 
infrequently?  Pre-pen: y  values  will  drop  significantly.  A  baseline  study  oF  property  values  Has  not  been 
conducted  by  the  High-Speed  Rul  Authority  prior  to-  assignment  pi  a  route,  it  Is  expected  thar  propnrry 
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values  may  drop  by  as  much  as  7(J96.  The  eminent  domain  and  condemnation  orocess  is  onlyvagunly 
outlined  by  ibe  Authority  and  dearly  will  not  properly  compensate  those  imoiCted. 
ft  Irickte  effect  in  lost  income  la  r&cal  Realtors.  local  bus messes,  contractors  and  developers,  teachers 
(when  5  r  hoc  If.  da&o  due  to  a  drop  In  onrnllmnnT]  will  result.  snrdr-nK  will  rwmd  to  Lip  huwff  J.0  fthtl 
Communities  Thfi  movie  industry  is  active  thmughnul  I  he  year  filming  tn  various  parts  of 
ActonjlncludlriB  on  locaifons  on  fled  Rover  Mi  no  Road,  Angeles  forrost  Highway,  Soledad  Canyon  FtoadP 
Crown  Vflhey  Rpad,  Sierra  Highway  and  Uasqucz  Canyon  area,  The  Highspeed  Rail's-  impact  on  nolle, 
dust,  visual  bh&ritP  access,  and  more  will  make  the  local  community  on  unrfcs*rdble  filming  rmratlon. 
Temporary  and  pernTn nent  tarn i  doiurre  tilling  rpnrtrur.rinri  potentially  will  Inr rease  driving 
And  gasoline  expense  t  for  comm  unity  members  who  remain. 

Cur  r  idor  a  IFgnrmmts  a  nd  viaducts  potentially  can  becurnu  targets  for  graffiti  fl^i-sts,  creating  even  more 
blight  to  the  surrounding  areas 

The  Santa  Clare  is  a  natural  dean  water  source  lor  Acton  and  Agua  Duke.  Train  alignment  would 
encroach  on  trio  riverbed. 

Acton  is  home  to  several  active  earthquake  hulbr  fhe  Son  Andreas  koulr  line  is  within  five  miles  of 
ArTnn.  The  State  of  California  has  identified  rh^  Acton  quadrangle  as  an  official  seismic  haranri  rone. 
Acton  topography  includes  many  canyons  and  valleys. 

UquErfiCtion  or  landdtdcs  are  likely  lu  take!  place  during  earthquakes  yf  5-.S  magnitude  oj  greater. 

Alv^  &  adc  m  uctures  t  ?u  i  collapse  man  cart hquj*n  how  whU  ihe  Author  ny  ensure  public  sa  n?iy  if  j 
I. u Re  earthquake  occurs?  How  alumt  if  one  occurs anti  a  train  is  Ihn  funnel?  Whar  is  trip  risk  to  At  kin  of 
an  earthen  embankmfent;  ilope  or  viaduct  catlapsing  during  a  seismic  event?  Whai  measures  will  the 
Authority  take  to  ensure  public  safety  In  she  event  of  a  seismic  event  during  construction? 

Will  the  Authority  monitor  soil  contamination  from  Sreochtug,  drilling  jnd  hormg?  Will  the  results  of 
fheSe  soil  s-impliH  he  reused  [n  I  he  puhlm  upon  mqiiesT?  SerppnTIne  fork  I*  part  fif  Erie  genf-ngy  ftf 
At  ion.  Drill  ing/taa  ting  through  EriSs  rock  hai  a  high  risk  of  releasing  asbestos  panicles  Inhorant  In  the 
rock. 

Dii^c'l  fumes  and  cprbnri  mono  Aide  emissions  from  c-onslrtiction  equipment  have  a  sljgriijk$fH  Impact  op 
properties  adjoining  rail  lines,  ?Mgin.R  nr^s  and  access  roads,  how  dues  the  Auction  Ey  expect  ep  handle 
the  parental  exposures? 

Regarding  the  SR  J4  East  alignment  passing  close  to  the  public  Middle-  School  and  High  School,  there  are 
concerns  about  the  traffic  patterns  and  potential  road  closures,  during  construction  an tifw  after 
rcmijiletmn  Of  t  he  project.  A  Track  failure,  viaduct  collapse  Or  train  derailment  Inn  SUch  dose  prntfimlty 
in  srhotik  would  have  devastating  consequences,  the  Middle  School  also  hosts  church  services  Goth 
school  and  c+iuich  activities  will  suffer  negative  adverse  impacts  from  noise,  vibration  ana  degraded  air 
quality  which  iLriimOl  Mp  bid  adversely  Affect  I  hr  learning  and  worshipping  environ  men! 

The  newly  proposed  Angeles  forest  alignment  affects  Angeles  Forrest  Highway,  A! iso  Canyon,  Blum 
ftanch.  Thousand  Trails,  Elootlegger  Canyon,  and  Sole  dad  Canyon  emending  into  Agus  Du  Ice.  Thaw  areas 
host  many  l^rge  parcels  O I  optm  space,  uichard>F  traits,  U  ie  5hambal*i  Wildlife  Preserve,  anmiulv  rescue, 
designated  wilderness  sanctuaries,  wildlife  corridors  and  camping  facilities.  The  Santa  Clara  River  runs 
along  Thu.  alignment  area  at  well  These  areas  need  environments!  protection  in  order  ro  maintain 
harmony  in  Their  ecological  systems  and  to  preserve  the  rutuffll  resources  ai  the  area 
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Om^lfudnon  uFd  iiufcLL1  j_uMN.Iijj  lAiTiluiru'ipj  the  urban  Structures  uf  tfie  magnitude  required  by  p  High¬ 
speed  I  ram  is  in  direa  upppEhiejn  to  the  Los  AURPtaf  CoMfflV  Area  plan  for  the  community  that  h US  buert 
designated  as  a  rural  Community  The  l  ligh-£peed  1  rain  Is  an  assautt  on  [he  on  Thn  harmrmiom;  ,ind 
peaceful  nat  ure  of  Acton's  rura  l  lifestyle, 

MUiw.1  HirUCAilHl  Liy  Hi^i-SpCt'd  H*nl  lt  CtrtCi  a  iigrtilont  ncgntrvu  impact  qn  humans  and  ammalj.  The 
Authority  averages  dechbels  Renemreri  by  The  Hi^h-Sperjd  Kail  during  an  ur  ion#  period  aid  dS  decibels.. 
The  tunnel  portal  effect  Creates  a  sonic  boom  as  [he  train  leaves  she  tunnel.  Studies  shnw  that  sleeper 5 
exposed  to  noise  icvo:s  aOove  dec;bcis  can  suffer  mild  healTh  effects  like  sleep  disturbances  and 
mTOtanto  AtKW  S1!  der.lhefe  (shpiFar  tn  M1edim.1l  .1  potijij!  mrtvtrsiitiuiri}-  lung  lerm  average  eupwure 
tan  tniRRer  eScpn^ure  can  trigger  elevated  hFc-nd  prptiurr  and  heart aTtldP. 

The  Import  at  noise  on  animals  and  wildflte  is  Also  5ig^lprea-r>t.  Activities  such  as  Finding  a  desirable 
habitat  and  r^cau nis  a  m^te.  ^voiding  predulor&,  protecting  young  and  establishing  territories  are  all 
dtperidfrfJT  rm  (he  acausticnJ  envprtmnietil.  A  growing  number  uf  studies  inikdlL  that  wikflpfe+  Eike 
humans,  is  stressed  by  a  rtdiSy  environment  Female1  fnoRS  exposed  To  Traffic  noise  have  more  difficulty 
locating  the  male's  signal  bats  avoid  hunting  In  area  with  road  noise.  Sound  imparls  can  have  im  porta  nr 
implications  for  the  health  and  vitality  of  wildllFe  popuintiom. 

Human  induced  m\$c  pollution  ii  one  of  the  many  Factors  contributing  la  the  depletion  a  i  wildlife 
popuiatinn^.  Noise  impacts  n&aitlfrtajs  include  Fd-sr  of  hoafinf!  resulting  (mm  nPISO  |pypk  XS  dm  i|n?S^ til 
grt?aterr  increased  heart  Fata  and  respiration  and  general  stress  rearfiorj  increased  EuscernihilJiy  To 
dlrease;  increased  suseeptlbNUy  to  predators;  abandonment  of  territory;  and  lost  reproduction.  I 
demand  that  the  Authority  rndpdo  in  the  EPR  studies,  (tie  impact  of  noire  on  animals, Then  in?  research 
studies  available  that  the  Authority  cart  use  that  outlines  the  negative  impact  of  no«ue  an  domestic 
animals  and  wildlife  I  Insist  that  The  noise  study  MfJT  average  nut  tha  no-ise  ini|sarrs  over  time  I  his 
averaging  tilFutes  the  noise  impacts  of  the  High- sprees  ftaii  since  rhese  note?  impacts gr*  averted  over 
time  in  relationship  to  the  ambient  noise  levels  when  the  ualn  to  not  operating  In  the  area  The  actual 
decibel  reading  pt  the  High -Speed  flail  as  It  passes  through  Acton  may  exceed  100  decibels  but  when 
jvoiugmJ  with  tile  ambient  nuFse  levels  may  be  rupuriyd  as  an  £5  (brUltfl  Impact.  Each  ten  dcribe* 
interval  is  iwjre  as  loud  as  ibe  prey in  us  increment  >rf  ten  llu-  Authority  must  also  consider  noise 
impacts  as  they  are  projected  through  the  Focal  mountain  terrain,  valleys  and  canyons.  So  far,  the 
Authority  has  only  studied  impacts  on  flit  ground  m  urban,  and  open  spaces.  Aloises  bounce  off  of 
canyon  walls  and  is  magnified  up  a  canyon  The  Authority  must  consider  that  noise  impacts  throughout 
Acton  may  uu  far  gjiratai  than  whal  the  AutlwNty  ii  using  as  EIR  iluJy  irl  forma  bun. 

Studies  show  that  no-se  Is  more  disturbing  if  It  is  loud,  occurs  in  bursts,  k  unpredictable,  or  Imerferes 
with  quid  activities,  The  noise  impact  of  the  High-Speed  Hall  is  also  contingent  upon  this  noise 
UKpoEuro.  The  opera  Ling  hours  of  the  train  ilself,  main  tenance  during  oil  peak  hours  will  impact,  my  life 
immensely.  IT  will  disturb  1  bn  peace  and  Tranquility  I  enjoy  In  my  home,  prevent  my  from  hem#  able  rn 
sleep  at  rtlght,  and  worsen  some  of  my  oth?r  health  conditions  such  as  my  high  blood  pressure  from  the 
stress  associated  with  this  noise.  The  anxiety  ■  will  alio  suffer  irom  could  lead  to  an  increased  risk  of 
accidents,  dopre»icmjP  and  irnmunu  iy^tem  chaoB^i  just  Tu  name  a  luw  Lhat  could  impacl  me  penor^Fly 
well . .1  ■,  oLhdis  in  my  community 

The  vibrations  ground  as  welt  as  any  blasting  down  during  coniirurtFon  cause  humans  and  animals  10 
react  to  the  fa  ml  motion  with  alert  and  fear  reflexes-  with  the  tight  or  flight  response  Many  studies 
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rtJYt  shown  that  having  uul  tuples  in  this  tight  or  flight  response  mode  tor  extended  periods  of  time 
i  many  profcluins  the  Imp^Ll  on  animals  n?  just  as  great  an-d  ran  even  be  menu  dangerous  If 

afie  is  working  around  them  qr  happens  to  hp  riding  3  horse  When  the  vlbrfltionj  are  occurring. 

V?bf  JkCiorc  damage  to  buildjpg  and  H  al  to  A  factor  that  needs  la  bp  considered  and  the  Authority  needs  tn 
address  how  they  are  going  to  compensate  residents  for  any  damages  or  accelerated  ageing  due  la 
vihrdtipn  damage.  The  Au  thqrPEy  must  include  in  the  EIR  a  study  nf  the  health  Impact*  to  ammali  and 
IllPfpMns  fra.^ri  vibrbtiuik  t-iptgure  And  htiw  this  wuuld  tn.-  migrated  und  rnopulyrcd.  Acton  is  an  "outdour- 
tom  mnnitv  A  to  hsideca  bln  amount  oF  me  region  time  Is  spent  m  h  era  back,  hiking  paying  sports  or 
working  in  gardens.  Pacific.  tre.hl  Trail,  equestrian  trails  and  Other  hiking  rjnnridnr^  pass  through  Ar.Ton 
There  are  identified  wilderness  sanctuaries  for  wildlife  and  bird  lowing  In  the  Acton  community.  Noise, 
dutf,  ullii  a  f  inn  lirpjwfs,  and  frail  pr ress  RmitatiGuS  puk-utkiHy  tan  iui  1 .1  ir  1  f«  at?  utlrvilius  und  uthurwis* 
LntflrfPrP  With  the  pressure  rtf  sngagLng  m  These  Artivitmy  Spooked  hflrsts  raise  a  cignifimnT  risk  nF 
injury  or  even  death  to  hone  and  rldar^  The?  overpowering  ri'jjse  or  the  High-Speed  Flail  may  inhibit  a 
hiker's  or  rider's  ability  to  perceive  an  external  threat  while  on  the  rattlesnakes,  mountain 

lions,  etc  \ 

In  the  Event  Af  an  emergency.  the  nearest  ShedFlFs  station,  and  hq spiral  are  20  milr?%  north  of  Acton  or 
south  of  Agua  Quite.  Los  Angeles  County  Fire  Stations  are  located  in  both  communities,  but  emeigency 
response  time  will  be  impacted  severely  by  any  pjopesud  road  closures,  now  ooes  the  Authority  otao  to 
address  this  iwb-i it ?  Wil I  there  be  -nny  sustainable  planning  rnea  surest1  Will  additional  emergency 
resources  and  fire  protection  services  he  added  for 0  project  of  this  magnitude^  Wful  pfulccbbns  and 
services  will  bp  made  available  fn  case  of  a  derailment,  r?arl  liquate  or  olhnu  riirjitpr? 

Now  will  disruption  of  water,  energy,  and  waste  removal  services  be  compensated? 

There  Is  a  poLcrrtiar  Iqr  transpqiTai*cm  and  traffic  impac  ts  slang  51  ern  Highway,  Sdedad  Canyon  Road, 
Crown  Valley,  arid  Angelos  Fop  rest  Highway,  rhete  is  u  question  of  whether  local  roadways  will  be  able 
to  handle  The  increased  level  nf  service  load  and  Capacity  during  construction.  Who  is  responsible  for 
repairing  any  damage  to  ihe  roadways?  Them  are  no  traffic  signals  in  Acton.  How  will  traffic  delays  bn 
handled  and  mitigated? 

On  a  more  perwml  nore,  If  the  H^HSpeed  Rail  run  ted^wn  SFtifl  l>  pwvued.  it  will  virtyaify  make  ttiy 
home  UnJrvdbte  1  wfll  lie  JrtOfl'-ISOfl'f/i.mi  the  Train.  I  won't  even  folk  about  anstriurtioii  lime.  1  he 
noise  level  of  the  train  wilt  disturb  rny  peace  and  tranquifity  and  increase  health  related  problems  such 
js  asthma  allergies,  h  gh  blood  pressure,  etc:.  My  animal's  hprses,  a  donkey,  sheep,  chickens,  dogsH  cats, 
«ic-  will  endure  even  greater  harm  since  according  10  several  Judies  tVe  read  ell  state  that  iherr  hearing 
is  several  times  mure  UcUle  liven  OLWS  arid  such  HtCy  respond  I  u  loud  sounds  or  vibrations  with  more 
stress.  My  animals  would  have  to  live  withm  a  few  hundred  feet  of  This  not  to  men! ion  how  unsafe  it 
would  be  for  roe  to  try  and  ride  my  horses.  I  Insist  that  you  Indude  in  the  Elft  study  the  impact  of  this 
project  on  the  welfare  of  animals  to  include  but  not  limited  to  nelser  dust,  lffttHh|,  and  any  other  part  of 
the  Study  ihal  addresses  human  or  wildlife  concerns  In  addition,  l  would  like  |o  know  how  1  dm  guing  to 
be  compen^TPd  for  my  property  for  If  this  project  goes  through,  I  will  not  be  able  to  reside  in  my  home 
The  proper Ly  valuer  for  dlJ  of  ue  are  already  declining  and  I  just  moved  in  hare  a  little  over  a  year  ago  not 
even  knowing  about  this  oroject,  This  is  my  dream  ho  mi?  and  now  thanks  to  the  Authority  you  #re 
tummy  it  IrttP  e  nightmare  wilh  wuy  luo  much  time  spent  m  wuriyirig.  leltfir  writing,  und  attoFkding 
meet'rigs  where  vuitiri  urc  barely  beard 
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i  truil  LhdL  dll  nsy  will  tre  Uk&\  mtu  t^nsIdetHtfon  a>  lire  Authcrliv procndf,  agalnsT  my 

fW^CiiMl  \nrt\  WiMi  Nil-  HR  vtudv  ^Ivu,  ■  Lrust  ilia!  *  wi(l  rttelwy  d  iegpo4l5^  back  to  my  CQimriH 
regardinR  this  *li  manafied  reject. 


ThAnk-v«:riJ. 


Tfna  Harden 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  The  Honorable  Mayor  Garcetti, 

Honorable  Councilmember  Fuentes, 

To  whom  it  may  concern,  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

I  urge  you  to  oppose  the  Alternate  Corridor  for  the  bullet  train  through  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  for  the  following  reasons. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Heather 

Harris 


Los  Angeles 

CA 

00000 

fastfilmhh@sbcglobal.net 


It  will  dramatically  impede  access  in  an  emergency  in  an  area  that  has 
experienced  numerous  natural  disasters.  The  Station  Fire  showed  that  even 
in  the  current  conditions  fire  abatement  could  not  be  attempted  after  dark. 
New  construction  will  interfere  even  more. 


The  area  is  an  important  auto  and  trucking  corridor  for  much  of  Southern 
California.  This  was  clearly  demonstrated  during  the  1994  Northridge 
Earthquake  when  Little  Tujunga  Road  became  the  sole  access  to  and  from 
the  L.A.  basin  to  the  north  and  northeast.  The  proposed  rerouting  makes  little 
financial  sense  when  compared  to  extending  the  existing  corridor  adjacent  to 
the  5  and  14  freeways  and/or  current  Amtrak/MetroLink  railways. 

It  appears  that  the  rerouting  from  the  Acton  area  to  the  Angeles  National 
Forest  is  pandering  to  a  small,  vociferous  and  affluent  group  with  very  narrow 
interests.  A  much  wider  if  less  vocal  constituency  currently  enjoys  the 
parkland  and  recreational  area  of  Lake  View  Terrace.  This  new  corridor  route 
would  severely  damage  or  even  destroy  same  via  bisection,  noise  pollution 
and  danger  with  5-trips  per  hour  of  bullet  trains. 


It  will  be  argued  that  some  of  the  route  will  be  underground  and  would  have 
little  impact  on  the  area.  Such  a  notion  is  specious  if  examined  in  an 
historical  context.  Budget  considerations  will  force  the  route  to  the  surface 
and  the  impact  on  the  surrounding  area  will  be  devastating. 

These  are  just  a  few  of  the  reasons  that  the  Alternate  Corridor  is  an  ill 
conceived  proposal  of  benefit  to  only  a  few  at  too  great  a  cost  to  so  many 
others. 
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Please  don't  let  the  construction  of  the  Alternate  Corridor  tarnish  an  otherwise 
admirable  political  legacy. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  attention  to  this  matter. 


Sincerely, 

Heather  Harris 
Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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1  am  opposed  to  the  bullet 
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General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


tunnel  -  oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station  and  the  potential 
Burbank/Bob  Hope  Airport  Station. 

Sincerely  Yours, 

Gary  Hartung  ,  5198  Miners  Candle  Ct.,  Simi  Valley,  Ca.  93063 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

Oppose  CAHSR  Project,  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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The  interstate  5  corridor  through  the  Grapevine  and  along  99  to  Bakersfield 
or  through  the  Antelope  Valley  along  the  14  freeway  have  been  the  routes 
preferred  ever  since  the  studies  on  high  speed  rail  that  were  done  in  the 
1990's. 


As  far  back  as  1994  Palmdale  Mayor  Jim  Ledford  wrote  "the  Antelope  Valley 
is 

the  natural  link  for  (high-speed  rail)  between  Bakersfield  and  Los  Angeles." 


This  new  and  last  minute  look  at  an  alternative  corridor  for  the  current 
high  speed  train  project  is  reckless,  irresponsible  and  a  waste  of  time  and 
money.  In  the  1990's  Antelope  Valley  officials  were  pushing  for  their  region 
as  the  most  desirable.  And  in  addition,  this  new  "study"  area  is  extremely 
non-specific  -  this  is  the  tactic  of  a  position  that  cannot  defend  itself  - 
hundreds  of  vague  square  miles  potentially? 


A  commercial  project,  like  the  high  speed  trail,  need  to  use  commercial 
routes  so  that  commercial  use  is  concentrated  instead  of  invading  and 
destroying  unique  residential  communities  and  unique  mountain 
environments. 

In  addition  the  cost  and  delay  of  the,  and  I  tell  you  there  will  be,  endless 
environmental  studies  and  obstacles  to  invade  the  mountain  wilderness  will 
be  enormous. 
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My  community,  Shadow  Hills,  is  right  in  the  middle  of  this  irresponsible, 
last  minute,  new  alternative.  Our  mountain  assets  like  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash 
are  right  in  the  middle  too.  The  original  route  5  and  14  alternatives  that 
have  been  studies  for  20  years  are  the  way  to  go.  Spend  no  more  money  on 
this  last  minute  alternative! 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 

Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Aside  from  the  negative  consequences  of  routing  a  "bullet  train"  through  the 
Hansen  Dam  area  --  disrupting  area  residents’  lives,  wildlife,  recreational 
facilities,  and  ecology  --  there  is  no  real  need  for  a  “bullet  train”  between 
Burbank  and  Palmdale,  via  the  Hansen  Dam  route  or  otherwise.  There  is 
already  good  service  between  those  cities  via  Metro  Rail,  and  the  small 
amount  of  time  saved  by  the  bullet  train  on  such  a  short  trip  would  come 
nowhere  near  justifying  the  additional  fare  or  subsidy  needed  to  service 
financing  for  this  extremely  costly  project. 


In  the  larger  picture,  the  California  bullet  train  has  already  cost  millions  of 
dollars  and  is  currently  accelerating  past  three  times  its  original  cost 
estimates.  There  is  so  much  resistance  to  the  project  as  a  whole,  it  is  already 
so  far  behind  schedule,  and  there  are  still  so  many  routing  controversies  and 
other  problems,  that  it  is  unlikely  to  ever  be  completed.  If  it  is,  it  also  will 
either  require  massive  subsidies  or  fares  so  high  as  to  make  it  uncompetitive 
with  other  modes  of  transportation. 


If  the  Palmdale  segment  is  built  but  the  rest  of  the  project  fails,  we  will  be 
stuck  with  a  southern  California  version  of  the  San  Joaquin  Valley’s  "Train  to 
Nowhere"  -  again  requiring  major  and  continuing  subsidies,  or  fares  so  high 
that  few  passengers  will  be  willing  to  pay  them. 


In  either  case,  the  bullet  train  is  likely  to  wind  up  as  another  ill-conceived, 
economically  impracticalfeel-good  burden  on  the  taxpayers. 


In  summary,  as  a  frequent  user  of  equestrian  facilities  in  the  Hansen  Dam 
basin,  I  am  strongly  opposed  to  a  bullet  train  routing  through  the  Hansen  Dam 
area  -  and  to  the  bullet  train  project  as  a  whole. 

Geraldine  M.  Hazlet 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Discussion  about  a  "bullet  train"  stop  at  Palmdale  and  Burbank  begs  the 

question,  "Why  have  a  bullet  train  at  all,  if  it's  going  to  stop  at  every  telephone 
pole  along  the  route?"  The  purpose  of  the  ultra-high-speed  rail  service  is  to 
provide  express  transportation  between  major  population  hubs,  with  trip  times 
approaching  airline  travel.  This  would  call  for  nonstop,  or  one-stop,  service 
from  Los  Angeles  to  San  Francisco  or  Sacramento.  Essentially  local  service, 
stopping  at  Burbank,  Palmdale,  and  --  one  presumes  --  Bakersfield,  Visalia, 
Fresno,  Merced,  etc.,  etc.,  will  slow  the  service  down  so  much  that  its 
purpose  —  and  any  advantage  that  might  turn  it  from  an  outrageously  costly 
pork  barrel  project  into  something  serving  the  public  interest  at  least  to  some 
degree  -  will  be  defeated. 


I  am  opposed  to  the  Hansen  Dam  high  speed  rail  route  as  being  too 
disruptive  to  a  residential  and  public  use  area.  I  am  opposed  to  stops  at 
Burbank  And  Palmdale  because  those  stations  are  already  adequately 
served  by  Metro  Rail.  And  I  am  very  strongly  opposed  to  the  entire  California 
bullet  train  project,  which  is  fundamentally  a  boondoggle,  unlikely  to  ever 
operate  without  major  subsidies,  for  which  the  actual  public  benefit  is 
questionable,  and  which  is  already  so  immersed  in  controversy  and  cost 
overruns  that  it  will  likely  never  be  completed. 


John  W.  Hazlet,  Jr. 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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Individual 
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Professional  Title  : 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Attn:  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

I  am  submitting  the  following  comments  as  they  specifically  relate  to  the 
August  1 1th  public  scoping  meeting  associated  with  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank 
route  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  project. 


In  order  to  organize  my  list  of  concerns  I  have  established  topical  headings 
under  which  I  will  comment  on  particular  areas  of  potential  impact. 


Noise  Impact 

Impact  studies  should  include  noise  projections  based  upon  terrain  that  is 
specific  to  the  overland  affected  area,  i.e.  sheer  canyon  walls  and 
mountainous  terrain  interspersed  with  valleys,  arroyos,  etc. 

Noise  studies  conducted  to  date  only  characterize  open  terrain  and  flat 
land.  The  noise  generated  from  the  project  section  between  Palmdale  and 
Burbank  will  create  significantly  different  impacts 

upon  the  neighboring  communities  than  an  open  terrain  noise  model  will 
show. 

Sudden  bursts  of  noise  generated  from  an  object  that  emerges  suddenly  from 
a 

curve  can  amplify  noise  so  that  it  is  many  times  greater 

than  otherwise  flat  terrain  may  render.  Because  of  the  area  topography  and 
the  close  proximity  to  existing  residences,  schools  and  businesses,  the 
overland  routes  proposed  for  this  project  in  the  Acton  and 

Agua  Dulce  Areas  will  irreversibly  degrade  the  rural  environment  and 
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diminish  the  quality  of  life  for  both  humans  and  wildlife. 


In  addition  to  the  consideration  for  accurate  noise  models  to  properly  gage 
the  impact  of  the  project,  special  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  number 
of  trips  per  day  that  are  projected  and  the  elevated  noise  levels  that 

will  affect  hundreds  of  middle  and  high  school  students  attending  classes 
during  the  day.  Elevated  noise  levels  that  are  projected  over  time  will 
likely  have  a  significant  negative  health  impact  on  these  students  and  the 
teachers  at  the  area  schools.  Health  considerations  include  potential 
hearing  loss  due  to  prolonged  exposure  to  threshold  level  noise  as  well  as 
elevated  anxiety  and  stress  developed  over  time. 


Impact  to  Property  Values 

Options  that  closely  follow  the  existing  railroad  right  of  way  and  the  14 
freeway  route  will  have  the  most  severe  impact  on  property  values  of 
businesses  and  residences  that  border  the  proposed  corridor. 

Property  owners  faced  with  the  sale  of  property  in  this  corridor  must 
disclose  potential  negative  impacts  of  the  high  speed  rail  thus  driving 
property  values  downward  and  reducing  revenues  to  LA  County 

for  future  area  improvements.  In  the  midst  of  the  lagging  home  sales  market 
and  the  sagging  employment  numbers  that  persist  in  this  region,  the  overland 
route  following  the  existing  freeway  route  and 

railroad  right  of  way  will  assuredly  place  downward  pressure  on  any 
economic 

recovery  currently  underway  in  this  region. 


Recommendation 


The  alternative  route  proposed  under  the  National  Forest  from  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  will  cause  the  minimum  disruption  to  the  communities  of  Acton  and 
Agua  Dulce  while  shortening  the  estimated  route  length  by  more  than  10 
miles.  This  will  not  only  reduce  construction  costs  for  this  leg  of  the 
project  but  also  reduce  trip  time  by  an  estimated  5  or  more  minutes  and 
avoid  unnecessary  litigation  by  community  adversaries. 


Your  careful  consideration  of  these  comments  and  my  suggested 

recommendation 

is  appreciated. 


Gary  Hebdon 
10511  Ares  St 
Agua  Dulce  ,  Ca 
91390 

661  268  1162  (H) 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Julie  Henry 

25966  Sand  Canyon  Road 
Santa  Clarita,  Ca.  91387 
661  251-5802 
goiulietim(5)vahoo.com 

Mr.  Mark  A  McLoughlin 
Palmdale  burbank(5)hsr.ca.gov 

Re:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR/EIS 

Dear  Mark 

We  are  Opposed  to  the  High  Speed  Rail.  We  have  lived  in  the  Canyon  for  30  years 
and  moved  here  because  of  the  rural  lifestyle.  Our  kids  have  all  attended  Sulphur 
Springs  which  will  be  negatively  impacted.  Our  Community  Chruch  will  be  gone.  It 
eliminates  our  neighbors  homes.  The  negative  impact  to  our  animals  is  great.  Our 
quiet  lifestyle  will  be  no  more.  Please  bypass  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  for  your 
proposed  High  Speed  Train  route. 

Primary  Points: 

1.  Too  Close  to  Schools  endangering  our  Children  and  highly  impacting  there 
learning  not  to  mention  the  noise  it  creates. 

2.  Eliminates  our  Community  Church. 

3.  Eliminates  our  Neighbors  homes  with  a  negative  impact  to  all  that  live  here. 

4.  Sounds  that  negatively  impact  everyone  that  lives  here  and  our  animals. 

Please  consider  changing  the  route  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together! 

Of  the  two  routes  being  considered  thru  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  the  tunnel 
extension  would  cause  less  environmental  and  community  damage  the  above 
ground  route. 

Thank  You  for  your  time  in  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Julie  Henry 
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I  am  writing  to  express  my  opposition  to  the  proposed  alternative  corridor 
for  the  High  Speed  Rail.  The  HSR  route  should  proceed  as  planned  through 
the  Acton  and  Santa  Clarita  areas  along  the  existing  transportation 
corridors  along  the  14  and  5  freeways.  The  HSR  route  should  not  be 
changed 

to  destroy  the  natural  habitat  or  equestrian  communities  in  Lake  View 
Terrace,  Sun  Valley,  Shadow  Hills  or  Sunland. 


The  "New  Study  Area"  identified  as  going  through  the  mountains  is  a  waste 
of  time  and  money  and  will  cause  irreparable  damage  to  the  small  remaining 
suburban  equestrian  communities  in  Los  Angeles.  The  identified  area  is 
vague  and  non-specific.  I  believe  it  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  put 
out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly  500  square  miles 
potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the  cloud 
of  HSR.  Shadow  Hills  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative 
line  and  that  you  are  opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  the 
Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills.  HSR  lines  need  to  go  through 
commercial 

and  industrial  areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environmental. 


I  further  believe  the  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  raises 
insurmountable  costs  and  is  infeasible.  Why  waste  taxpayer  money  by 
destroying  communities  and  environmental  ecosystems  for  an  illogical 
alternative  HSR  route?  We  work  hard  in  the  communities  of  Shadow  Hills 
and 

Sun  Valley  to  maintain  the  safety  and  friendliness  of  the  Hansen  Dam 
Recreation  Area,  and  invest  personally  to  clean  up  the  area.  Running 
the  HSR  through  this  area  will  destroy  property  values  and  cause 
irreparable  harm  to  federal  waters,  endangered  species,  equestrian 
lifestyles  and  result  in  unreasonable  levels  of  noise,  pollution  and 
physical  safety  concerns. 

Our  area  is  already  ?severely  impacted  by  transit  solutions  such  as  trains, 
freeways  and  airports.  The  original  Route  14  and  5  alternatives  are  far 
superior. 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Regards, 

Michael  Hidvegi 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #656  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/25/2014 

Individual 

Businesses  And  Organizations 

Project  Email 

Bobbe 

Higby 


16670  Soledad  Canyon  Rd 

Santa  Clarita 
CA 

91387 

firefamily@earthlink.net 

661-212-3771 


:  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 


PLEASE: 

Support  The  preferred  alignment  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor  Antonovich). 


We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 

As  a  Real  Estate  Broker  this  has  a  HUGE  impact  on  my  buyers  and  sellers 
and  we  can  not  let  this  happen!! 

Thanking  you  in  advance  for  your  support  of  this  preferred  alignment. 

Bobbe  Higby,  CHS,  CDPE 

Broker  Associate/Office  Manager  -  DRE  Lie  #01357225 
Kellar-Davis,  Inc. 

A  Professional  Real  Estate  Corporation 
16670  Soledad  Canyon  Rd 
Santa  Clarita, CA  91387 
Cell  661-212-3771 
firefamily@earthlink.net 
www.CanyonCountryNeighbors.com 
www.TopAgentsUnited.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 
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General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #765  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/10/2014 

9/9/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Michael 

Higby 


10016  Oro  Vista  Avenue 

Sunland 

CA 

91040 

michael.higby@mayorsam.org 


As  a  resident  of  the  Sunland-Tujunga  area,  I  firmly  oppose  any  tunneling 
through  or  under  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  the  greater  Foothills 
communities  of  Sunland-Tujunga,  La  Canada  Flintridge,  La  Crescenta, 
Montrose,  Lake  View  Terrace  and  Shadow  Hills. 


Tunneling  of  this  support  brings  harm  to  an  environmentally  sensitive  area 
that  is  in  need  of  protection.  Existing  railroad  right  of  way  should  be 
used  as  originally  planned. 

The  residents  of  this  community  will  strongly  protest  any  change  in  route. 

Thank  you, 

Michael  Higby 
10016  Oro  Vista  Avenue 
Sunland,  CA  91040 


Michael  Higby 


This  e-mail  and  any  attachment  is  for  authorized  use  by  the  intended 
recipient(s)  only.  It  may  contain  proprietary  material,  confidential 
information  and/or  be  subject  to  legal  privilege.  It  should  not  be  copied, 
disclosed  to,  retained  or  used  by,  any  other  party.  If  you  are  not  an 
intended  recipient  then  please  promptly  delete  this  e-mail  and  any 
attachment  and  all  copies  and  inform  the  sender.  Thank  you. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Spaed  ({till  Aulhority 

700  North  Alameda  Street.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  C A  90012 


Mark  A.  Me  Lough!  in 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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GEOLOGIC  MAP  OF  THE  SAN  FERNANDO  EARTHQUAKE  AREA 
1974 
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September  9th,  2014 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 
palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov  (email) 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

LA,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin:  , 
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Sincerely, v 

Name 
Street  Address 
City,  State  ZIP 
Email  address 


cc: 

felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Claudia.rodriguez@lacitv.org 

Wesly.hernandez@lacitv.org 

Councilmember.martinez@lacity.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

shpoa@shpoa.us 

zev@bos.lacounty.gov 

teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov 


Paul .  krekorian@lacity.org 

marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov 

tbell@lacbos.org 

mcano@lacbos.org 

raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

mayor.garcetti@lacity.org 

i  im.dantona@lacity.org 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #409  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

9/3/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Paula 

Hoffman 


14916  Live  Oak  Springs  Canyon  Road 

Canyon  Country 
CA 

91387 

hoffman_paula@yahoo.com 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 
Yes 

Attention:  Mr.  Mark  A  McLoughlin 


Being  residents  of  Santa  Clarita,  specifically,  Canyon  Country,  we 
vehemently  oppose  the  "proposed"  high  speed  rail  project. 

The  proposed  project  is  much  too  expensive  for  "perceived"  benefits;  will 
seriously  impact  housing  values  in  our  canyon;  is  too  close  to  schools;  and 
the  noise  impact  will  be  unbearable  to  residents  and  particularly  the  children 
attending  school. 


We  know  of  residents  whose  entire  retirement  is  held  in  their  beautiful  homes. 
Now  that  they've  retired  and  are  ready  to  downsize,  they  cannot  sell  because 
of  this  proposed  project.  This  situation  could  continue  for  years  as  it  is  our 
understanding  no  negotiations  with  the  your  team  will  take  place  until  12 
months  prior  to  the  beginning  of  construction. 


This  project,  as  it  currently  stands  running  from  Palmdale,  was  never 
approved  by  voters.  The  cost  is  astronomically  higher  than  first  stated.  If  you 
must  run  a  train  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank,  DO  IT  UNDERGROUND! 


Your  consideration  of  our  concerns  is  greatly  appreciated. 

John  &  Paula  Hoffman 

14916  Live  Oak  Springs  Canyon  Road 

Canyon  Country,  CA  91387 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1311  (Lisa  Hoffort,  August  18,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #124  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/18/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Lisa 

Hoffort 


00000 

818.430.3054 

eddrlisa@gmail.com 


No 

completely  unacceptable.  I  am  an  equestrian  who  votes  and  donates  to 
politicians.  I  will  fight  this  in  any  way  possible. 


Lisa  Hoffort,  PsyD,  CEDS 
PSY  21572 
818-430-3054 

Notice  of  Confidentiality:  This  e-mail,  and  any  attachments,  are  intended 
only  for  use  by  the  addressee(s)  and  may  contain  privileged,  private  or 
confidential  information.  Any  distribution,  reading,  copying,  or  use  of 
this  communication  and  any  attachments,  by  anyone  other  than  the 
addressee 

is  strictly  prohibited  and  may  be  unlawful.  If  you  have  received  this 
e-mail  in  error,  please  immediately  notify  me  by  e-mail  (by  replying  to 
this  message)  and  permanently  destroy  or  delete  the  original  and  any  copy 
or  printout  of  this  e-mail  and  any  attachments. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  CAHSR  Project 
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Submission  1312  (Lynda  Horan,  September  2,  2014) 


SepEember  lr  2014 


M  rv  Lynda  C.  I  bran 
linfrt  Fiaorfl  Avenue 

Mr.  Mark  A.  MrE  nughlin,  fiinprlrrr  nl  Fnwmmnemd  I  Services 

C.HifornlO  High  Speed  KaN  Authority 

Syglhern  California  Regional  Dffke 

700  N  Alameda,  fioom  3-S32 

Los  Angler.,  CA  qflOlJ 

R|  Pdlrndd  IsMrj  Burbank  Section- 

Deaf  Mr.  McioughUn: 

K  was  a^tcwmfltd  10  lyJnw  only  today  that  our  small  seml-rural  community  and  tbi  beautiful  Angles 
National  roresS,  that  is  OUF  immediate  neighbor  ta  the  north,  ire  hemg  rnnsirte-npfl  .i s  .m  jtteroJlivu 
Iflcatbrt  for  A  portion  r>f  The  California  Hj^h  SpfLtJ  Railway  idLfE«?  mlo  bps  Angeles/Eurbank. 

I  would  like  to  go  an  the  record  Si  being  adamantly  opposed  to  Sudd  a  proposal  for  many,  many  reasons, 
not  the  least  of  whbh  Is  rhe  rhmjghttp«  desTAifEinn  mF  jurt  of  the  l^r^l  ruliunal  forest  in  the  country, 
thp  displacement  of  wildlife  and  the  nc^e  pollution  si  the  canyons  and  peacefuF  recreation  sit  es  l  hat 
dot  Lhu  region. 

Mr.  McLaughlin,  please  pay  hn?d  to  those  of  us  who  havt  taken  the  time  to  write  letters  of  opposition 
We  humans  ore  the  ones  who  will  have  to  give  op  the  ryrsiK  natural  habitat  along  with  the  animals. 

A  bette r  course  for  th Is  railway  wo u Id  be  ad jatenr  tn  Highway  1  ft  it  would  req i !ire  tonside t ably  \e ss 
enst  as  pnuirnnnTpnial  imparl  and  geo  Iuj5m.v  I  studies  have  already  been  accepted  and  the  route  is  far 
belter  suFted  lo  Irao^ppriaLion  and  greatly  needed,  as  pro  von  by  ihe  currenT  heavy  li^p  nf  Highway  ia 

t  cannot  imagine  why  This  pafTiruilar  route  was^eii  suggested,  can  you? 


SEnteFRly, 


[Mrs.)  Lynda  C  Hnran 
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Submission  1312  (Lynda  Horan,  September  2,  2014) 
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Submission  1313  (Wilma  Horvath,  August  27,  2014) 
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Submission  1313  (Wilma  Horvath,  August  27,  2014) 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Qurhtiah  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Cord 


tfATfc; 


/*/ 


■vimihfi  loMfiftH. 


wmwiwr* 


tp-ly  t,1®*  '*5 

AjjnnEss:  _  *'v  MULm  PHGRE- 

St.  6rsLa^  f  (£2  ^  -  rt.r . 


CUJ* 


e+. 


ZIP: 


UUUIJl  (I  *QU  1 19.1  TU  ofc.  WXflO  to  CUP  WlAlliNfl  kii-TT1  .jllUn-  ■■  i  ...I  .by^k 
■AID  I  l  I  iibA  mil  ihiU^itadi'  4#  4muiti  Jtf  ■  *r  J 


1  5tAT  lWIUI-  rt:  p^jJc^Lt  to  ESJRtfMiA 
X  ^UaBAHin  POt£)&  AWtLES 


PlL.UL  LtST  nil  E.  I U  r  1  I  HI PL  ri%L<>  Hi  |M*r  mil  mil  ii  IP.L  t  trUI-rt  ^  II H  AhUPWOUiU  L!<fc  TO  ICt  APDlU  54FD  Ip  TH?  MlM0AU  tP  BUPIlAMl  »^E?I40 

wm  iwmvPHtim  fflKtwwwi  nf*«,r  f*  wcqfjt  i 


4PH  ii  tt  ■„ 


^ty 


Fi4w^  /a' 


WHAT  ETTHtn  ISSUli  WttUUlVDft I PM  mi  I'll! J II  fT  ii**(  hliVIfiTj^MFltflJU -DOCUMESt tC  flDBRtii? 

5f  ^  ^ ^Tf  / 


.ifia  rtXWWSHTJ 

*  —  ^  ^  ^  { 

liUUUk  1 1 Jli  p  f.H  VCUH  PAHTICiPATi&H  IHTHlt  *^*gnTA"n  PhDCE^l. 

+^H  jit  ■-.ilrtJliU  yi  run  UCiPmij  CfiMMlfcf  tfilLh*  MW  KH-lN  TJJU  OH  MAli  TH?S  rat  ASipn  Li1E.LI  P  UHM 
■rflU  MAt  A !£□  SUBhllX  it  VV,  IMflJl  Tfr:  y^ppt^g  jj^liyiAPliLr  ja  im 
91 1  Wfll'IMimMMTHJHtQP  S-mF  PAlMSFUi  TO  flUABANK  PfUOPE-Cl  Jt^DF<  MUffT  \kt  SLl’^Ml  FF I D  TIT  A^KI.  Jl. 
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Submission  1314  (Sherline  Houston,  August  29,  2014) 
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Submission  1315  (Regina  Houston-Swain,  August  11,  2014) 


to  Burbank  Section 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  s,oplngComrneri,  Cfl* 

U-M  Ht/uZi 


Mf  t  1 1  n4  L  o  L  nl  i  u  N 


Cp  ,  i'H  l  ffi  if  5  it>  f\  -  v-  f\  t/j  b- 

1  A  to*  Lk  BL  y  - *  i<  1  i . 


iDHRFP-1  C  C.  '  ^  i *  -■  >->  tMfclLi 

-  --  ..  r  '  -  &  «-  *  ■ 

A  SV^r  --  ^rj 

■"*  /,  i&a  —  c.v 

WOULf  vou  UKI  W  IE  AfrDID  T;  vUfi  MJilUHil  LLlTP*  iWlL  y-  ,  u  cpl, 

TkjpE  Tfcn  i!cn  nm  iuiiiiL-:-^r  Ini  fnimiJ  «»rinc  fi-  imitr  Inpjl  »j/iL  n 


lTITi  Mini  hn  J  [  |  Tfl  HI  I  N* 

TO  AltStLCi 


r  Li  AIL  LI-3  T  THE  ENVIRON  Ml  NlAL  I  dull  TuAf  VOU  *>nt  SOHKirVPHO  WITH  AilD  WuULu  ur.L  it>  lit  mjlimi  mi  ij  ih  ini  mni  uii^  i  rn 
itUCflAIrK  FiOJfOT  LEUIl  l  rn*  I  h  dm  m«  n  r  AL  PGCUmhiT.  *L!A*E  u  C  At  s-rE-LiFdi  A  i  pO  ill  di  i-. 


■ 


rV 


^  <£*  '  3 


VfHAT  ulHtn  liiuti  WL>UH  uiuutiii  i  ii  \  i  ii  in  31  Li  L  f  V|  I  FNVrH  □  NICENTAE  HO-ntMCNr  TO  ADD  Rif!  I 

f  {(-£  (  W  y  /  Yyt-'<-  (  rO  ■{  - 


Ai>‘EHFlO*AI  COMUEHlfs 


^  jrtri-  A 


1HANK  YOU  FOR  YOU!  -H A H TLi. 1 1‘ A  I  iuh  in  lull  i.M r UF-: r  ak l  nnrrv. 

|rL  C  Aj  L  LUHMII  ruura  ILCM'IND.  L  O'M  Mi  HE  I  IIEAI  JL  I  Hill  M  T.H -EPJ  I  Jill  1  FI  H  Lilli  T  IHI I  P-E:*  .  J  n  [!^|.E  S-J  FO  |  04  M- 
vnu  M  IV  ±!  in  M.JIUJIT  ir  wr±  TM*IL  TiTI  pnln.il  b|f  burL  *  n  k  nrk,  r.s  i-.H  Id*  ■ 

ALL  'ICOI I  HO  COM  MINT!  iOl  THE  AALMbALfc  T&  frUjlfAh*  llOdia  AEtllC-tt  MUI1  AE  StfUMiT  J  *  U  H  t  kilt,  si.  foil 


CALIFORNIA  f%  ur  T<jirisptTrliitj{ifi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-683 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1316  (Regina  Houston-Swain,  August  30,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #443  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  This  plan  would  devastate  this  beautiful  rural  town.  Wildlife  and  domestic 

animals  alike  would  suffer  greatly. 

Property  values  have  already  been  negatively  impacted.  No  one  can  sell 
without  a  tremendous  loss.  Actually  no  one  wants  to  buy  a  house  in  this 
city  knowing  the  devastation  that  is  to  come. 

If  property  is  seized  homeowners  should  be  compensated  with 
REPLACEMENT 

cost  values  and  relocation  fees-  not  market  values. 

Water  tables  will  obviously  be  affected.  Most  residents  are  on  a  well 
system. 

The  noise  polution  of  the  train  running  through  the  middle  of  town  will  be 
unbearable  for  those  whose  property  has  not  been  seized. 

There  will  also  be  health  consequences  for  those  who  have  to  live  through 
the  construction  years  of  this  project.  For  those  who  are  already  disabled 
from  respiratory  problems  it  is  likely  an  early  death  sentence. 

I  could  say  much  more.  However,  I  can  only  hope  that  someone  will  take 
notice  of  this  short  email. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/30/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Regina 

Houston-Swain 


5515  Clanfield  Street 

Acton 

CA 

93510 

ginahoustonswain@gmail.com 


Regina  Houston-Swain 
5515  Clanfield  Street 
Acton  93510 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-684 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #725  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/6/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Tim 

Last  Name  : 

Howie 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr  McLoughlin, 


27215  Appaloosa  Road 

Santa  Clarita 
CA 

91387 

timothyhowie@aol.com 


I  am  writing  to  express  my  grave  concern  with  the  routing  of  the  Burbank  to 
Palmdale  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  project.  If  routed  near  Santa  Clarita, 
this  project  will  leave  a  permanent  scar  across  this  section  of  California  and 
generate  excessive  environmental  impact  on  our  community  as  each  train 
passes  above  ground. 

There  is  no  need  for  this,  it  is  so  unnecessary.  There  best  route  would  be  the 
direct  route  from  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita 
Valley  all  together.  We  do  not  want  it. 

If  for  some  reason  the  alignment  has  to  run  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley, 
then  it  is  clear  that  the  tunnel  extension  alignment  causes  less  environmental 
and  community  damage  than  the  above  ground  alignment.  Specifically,  I 
oppose  the  above  ground  alignment.  That  is  because  it  would  put 
generations  of  children  at  risk  by  running  close  to  two  elementary  schools, 
have  a  dramatic  impact  on  our  freedom  to  enjoy  our  yards  in  peace  and  quiet, 
and  indeed  create  regular  noise  disturbance  for  every  resident  in  North  East 
Santa  Clarita.  Eliminating  a  community  church  for  such  an  unnecessary 
route  is  inexcusable. 

Like  most  residents  of  Santa  Clarita,  I  see  no  need  for  anything  other  than  the 
direct  route  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale. 

Please  make  sure  that  common  sense  prevails. 

Tim  Howie 

27215  Appaloosa  Road 
Santa  Clarita 
CA  91387 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1318  (Laurie  Hu,  August  31,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #386  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Laurie 

Hu 


34878  Palgrave  Rd. 

Acton 

CA 

93510 

laurie8hu@yahoo.com 


We  are  writing  to  vehemently  express  our  opposition  to  the  proposed  route  of 
the  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  thru  Acton.  We  moved  to  Acton  18  years  ago 
specifically  for  the  rural  lifestyle  it  offers  and  if  the  HSR  is  built  thru  this  area, 
that  lifestyle  will  be  severely  impacted,  if  not  destroyed. 

Acton  is  a  beautiful,  quiet,  rural  community.  People  move  here  because  they 
want  to  get  away  from  the  hustle  &  bustle  of  the  city.  They  want  to  enjoy  the 
outdoors,  keep  livestock,  ride  horses,  see  the  stars,  and  be  able  to  go  outside 
at  dawn  or  dusk  and  HEAR  the  quiet.  All  that  will  change  if  HSR  comes  to 
town. 

Most  of  us  in  Acton  rely  on  private  wells  for  our  water.  We  want  assurances 
that  construction  and  operation  of  HSR  in  Acton  will  not  affect  either  our  water 
quality  or  the  quantity  of  water  available.  Drilling  a  new  well  is  extremely 
expensive  and  not  even  guaranteed  that  you  will  reach  water.  Will  we  be 
compensated  if  our  well  fails  after  HSR  comes  to  town?  In  18  years,  we  have 
never  had  a  problem  with  water  availability  and  have  only  had  to  purchase 
water  twice  due  to  well  maintenance  issues  so  obviously  we  have  a  good 
well.  If  we  all  of  a  sudden  don't  have  water  anymore,  we  are  going  to  blame 
HSR  for  altering  the  underground  water  channels  and/or  water  levels  and  we 
are  going  to  want  the  state  to  take  responsibility  for  making  it  right  again. 

Wildfires  seem  to  come  thru  our  community  every  few  years.  Firefighters  do 
an  excellent  job  funneling  the  fires  away  from  our  homes.  Will  the  HSR 
tracks  and/or  tunnels  impact  their  ability  to  reach  fires,  fight  them  and  protect 
houses?  Will  there  be  any  chance  the  HSR  itself  could  spark  a  wildfire? 

Keep  in  mind  sparks  and  embers  can  travel  a  great  distance  when  the  Santa 
Ana  winds  are  blowing,  and  during  fire  season  they  are  usually  blowing  in  this 
area. 

We  are  concerned  about  the  noise  that  HSR  will  bring.  We  moved  here  for 
the  peace  and  tranquility.  Also,  there  are  a  lot  of  horse-lovers  in  Acton  -  we 
don't  want  to  hear  on  the  news  that  somebody  was  killed  or  paralyzed 
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because  the  HSR  startled  a  horse  which  then  threw  its  rider  off. 

We  are  concerned  that  during  the  construction  phase  of  HSR,  dust,  noise, 
and  traffic  will  all  make  living  here  more  difficult.  There  are  a  limited  number 
of  roads  in  the  community  and  if/when  there  are  any  road  closures,  it  severely 
disrupts  commuting  times. 

We  are  also  concerned  that  our  property  values  will  be  severely  negatively 
impacted.  We  wouldn't  move  to  a  community  that  had  a  HSR  running  thru  it 
and  are  sure  we  are  not  alone  in  feeling  that  way.  Property  values  are  sure  to 
decrease. 

Please  reconsider  the  proposed  route  for  HSR.  Don't  ruin  a  wonderful 
community! 

Sincerely, 

Laurie  &  Daniel  Hu 
34878  Palgrave  Rd. 

Acton,  CA  93510 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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To  those  who  make  decisions  which  effect  OTHER 

LIBERTY! 


people's  LIVES  and 


This  email  is  to  VEHEMENTLY  OPPOSE  any  such  action  of  a  'High  Speed 
Rail' 

line  slicing  through  our  foothill  communities! 

(1 )  It  would  totally  RUIN  any  surrounding  area  in  its  path 

(2)  "WE  the  PEOPLE"  do  NOT  want  it  or  need  it  -  that's  what  the 
under-used  AMTRACK  was  designed  to  do 

(3)  It  is  a  TOTAL  POLITICAL  government  BOONDOGGLE 

(4)  It  is  another  MISUSE  of  Federal  dollars  to  satisfy  a  'so  called 
desired  legacy'  of  a  state  governor 

(5)  It  would  be  DESTRUCTIVE  to  our  vital  and  fragile  environment:  noise, 
pollution,  flood  pain,  federal  waters  and  endangered  species 

(6)  The  adverse  effect  IT  WOULD  HAVE  on  our  property  values,  our  scenic 
highway  and  our  equestrian  lifestyle-not  to  mention  the  well-known 
earthquake  faults 


I  defy  ANYONE  who  is  in  favor  of  this  'MONSTER'  idea  to  'say  yes'  to  it... 
IF  it  was  placed  in  YOUR  backyard!! 

GO  BACK  to  the  drawing  board  and  reconsider  the  CAUSE,  COST  AND 
EFFECT  of 
this  nightmare!!! 
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Ronald  and  Marie  Hudspeth 
9975  Terhune  Ave. 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Pending 
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Individual 

Individual 

Email 
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653  TALBERT  AVENUE 


CA 
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HYDER111@aol.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  26,  2014 


Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

JOEL  HYDER 

653  TALBERT  AVENUE 

SIMI  VALLEY,  CA. 

93065 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Pending 

Record  Date  : 
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Interest  As  : 
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Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 
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Last  Name  : 
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Professional  Title  : 
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Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 
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Telephone  : 

818-951-1136 

Email  : 

toni@ingallina.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

September  11, 2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Attn:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

700  North  Alameda  St.,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

(Email:  palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov) 


Re:  High  Speed  Rail/Palmdale  to  Burbank 
Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 

My  husband  and  I  have  lived  in  the  Shadow  Hills  area  of  Sunland  for  13 
years.  We  are  relatively  new  to  the  area  as  a  great  many  neighbors  have 
lived  here  for  much  longer.  I  have  begun  helping  in  the  neighborhood  in  just 
the  last  few  years  and  find  the  local  people  to  be  a  step  above  in  their 
commitment  to  the  lifestyle  provided  in  this  unique  equestrian  culture.  They 
will  pull  together  to  keep  this  area  intact.  I’m  writing  now  to  join  my  neighbors 
in  their  efforts  to  keep  this  infeasible  high  speed  rail  alternate  route  from 
further  pursuit. 

It  has  been  pointed  out  that  this  non-specific  new  study  area  contains  a 
variety  of  geologic  features  that  make  it  infeasible  for  a  high  speed  rail,  and 
the  obvious  high  cost  of  an  environmental  study  would  only  waste  more  tax 
payer  money  for  something  that  can  be  easily  seen  to  impact  beyond  repair 
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residential  areas,  as  well  as  public  recreation  areas  and  natural  animal 
habitat  open  space.  A  further  study  is  absolutely  not  needed.  Use  the 
existing  study  for  alignment  along  14/5  freeways.  These  corridors  have 
already  been  studied  at  great  cost  and  have  all  permits  for  land  use,  etc.,  that 
are  necessary. 

As  mentioned  in  the  SHPOA  letter  to  you  dated  August  29,  2014,  the 
important  points  are  presented  very  well  and  I  am  joining  with  all  the  residents 
negatively  impacted  by  this  alternate  corridor  for  the  HSR.  I  urge  you  to  use 
basic  common  sense  and  discard  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  route  across  and 
through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  and  Angeles  National  Forest,  through 
Shadow  Hills  and  nearby  communities  to  Burbank. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

Toni  Ingallina 

10098  Barling  Street 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 

toni@ingallina.com 

818-951-1136 


Cc:  felipe.fuentes@lacity.org;  Claudia.rodriguez@lacity.org; 
Wesly.hernandez@lacity.org;  Councilmember.martinez@lacity.org; 
fifthdistrict@lacbos.org;  shpoa@shpoa.us;  sev@bos.lacounty.gov; 
Teresa.lamb@mail.house.gov;  Paul.krekorian@lacity.org; 
marcos.sanchez@asm.ca.gov;  tbell@lacbos.org;  mcano@lacbos.org; 
raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov;  mayor.garcetti@lacity.org; 
jim.dantona@lacity.org 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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City  : 

Lake  View  Terrace 

State  : 
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Email  : 

Ijhornick2003@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Spending  more  money,  for  evaluation  and  environmentalstudies  of  a  second 

HSR  route  through  the  mountains  and  foothills  is  wastefuland  unacceptable. 
No  matter  how  narrowthe  proposed  path,  underground,  or  over  land  - 
permitting  an  HSR  easementacross  the  mountains  and  washes  would 
havefar-reaching  destructive  effects  for  areas  designated  as  open  space  and 
already  environmentally  sensitive.  The  fauna  and  flora  of  the  mountain  & 
wash  areaswould  be  displaced  and  potentially  harmed  by  prolonged 
construction  and  pursuantmaintenance  of  the  transportationeasement 
required  for  the  miles  of  underground  rail  and  air  vents.  Using  the  existingrail 
easements  the  run  through  the  Valley  would  be  less  harmful  and 
hopefullyless  expensive  than  tunneling  50+  miles  through  seismically  active 
mountains. Save  our  tax  money  on  this  one. 

City  stakeholders,  including  many  equestrians,  look  to  our  ruralarea  for  its 
natural  attributes  and  relief  from  crowded  city  life.  Years  of  thecommunities 
pursuing  trail  preservation  and  linking  to  Rim  of  the  Valley  isthreatened. 

Years  of  building  Federal  support  for  inclusion  in  a  National  RecreationArea, 
and  the  most  recently  requested  National  Monument  status  for  the 
SanGabriels  and  adjoining  foothills  is  jeopardized  by  this  sudden  proposed 
routechange. 

Previously  on  July  17th,  I  attended  a  presentationby  Michelle  Boehm  of  the 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority,  also  held  at  theLake  View  Terrace 
Recreation  Center,  which  showed  the  HSR  route  from  Palmdaleto  Burbank 
along  the  freeways  and  the  already  existing  railway  easements  withinthe  San 
Fernando  Valley.  This  route,  with  further  environmental  and  safetystudies, 
seemed  logical.  I  still  have  safety  concerns  about  high  speed  trainscoming 
through  middle-valley  communities  but  have  received  assurance  by  HSR 
repsthat  crossings  would  be  elevated  or  undergrounded  to  avoid  pedestrian 
andvehicular  traffic. 

As  a  resident  of  Lake  View  Terrace  who  recognizes  the  needfor,  and  works  at 
preserving  open  space  in  the  North  East  Valley,  I  see  the  addition  of  an 
“additional”  scoping  route  thattunnels  through  the  mountains  and  goes 
through  the  Tujunga  wash  areas,  mostrecently  presented  at  the  August  14th 
scoping  meeting  at  the  Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center,  as  against  our 
much  needed  open  space  andextremely  detrimental  to  the  ecology  and  rural 
communities  along  the  foothillsof  Los  Angeles  City  and  County. 
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Linda  Joyce  Hornick 
12175  Mercer  Street 
Lake  View  Terrace,  CA  91342 
818-899-4487 
Ijhornick2003@aol.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #297  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Ben  and  Jannel 

Last  Name  : 

James 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

28265  Canyon  Crest  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91351 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

BJames@sjm.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Ben  and  Jannel  James 
28265  Canyon  Crest  Drive 
Canyon  Country,  CA  91351 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #377  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Re:  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  Att:Palmdale  to  Burbank  project 

section 

Mark  A.McLoughlin  director  Environmental  Services 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Shadow  Hills, Ca  91040  for  over  33  years.  My  family 
and  I  are  totally  opposed  to  the  HIGH  SPEEDRAIL  ALTERNATIVE  LINE. 
SHADOW  HILLS  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  HSB  alternative  line.  We  are 
opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  Big  Tujunga  Wash  &  Shadow 
Hills! 

"The  lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  &  industrial  areas  NOT 
RESIDENTIAL  OR  SENSITIVE  ENVIRONMENTAL  AREAS!  The  myriad  of 
environmental  obstacles  raises  insurmountable  costs  &  is  infeasable. 

These  are  just  a  few  of  the  risks  to  our  community, 

Property  values 
Earthquake  faults, 

Federal  waters,  endangered  species 

Threat  to  our  equestrian  lifestyle,  Eminent  Domain 

Pollution,  noise 

Destruction  of  our  beautiful  community 
Scenic  highway 

The  entire  community  of  Shadow  Hills  is  @  risk  to  the  "vague  non-  specific 
Alternative  Corridor  New  Study  Area".  We  are  Opposed  to  ANY  LINES 
coming  through  Shadow  Hills  and  the  500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path 
of  HSR!!! 

The  ORIGINAL  ROUTES  14  and  5  ALTERNATIVES  are  FAR  SUPERIOR!!! 

Sincerely,  ELEANOR  &  LARRY  JAMES,  Shadow  Hills  residents 
cc:  Felipe  Fuentes 

Mike  Antonovich,  gov. Jerry  Brown, mayor  Garcetti 
Sent  from  my  iPad 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #142  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/18/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/12/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Daryl 

Last  Name  : 

Johnson 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

3853  Roberts  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661-305-6480 

Email  : 

daryljohns@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

See  below  comments  from  Acton  resident,  please  process  as  a  scoping 

comment  letter  in  CommentSense. 


Karl  Fielding 

Senior  Environmental  Planner 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Project 

Parsons  Brinckerhoff 

444  South  Flower  Street,  Suite  800 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90071 

Direct:  (213)  896-5665 

Mobile:  (916)915-2759 

fieldingk@pbworld.com<mailto:fieldingk@pbworld.com> 
www. pbworld.com<http://www. pbworld.com/> 

From:  D  Johnson  [mailto:daryljohns@gmail.com] 

Sent:  Monday,  August  1 1 ,  2014  9:40  PM 
To:  Fielding,  Karl;  cdemucci@epicland.com 
Subject:  RE:  HSR  -Acton 

Karl  &  Cheryl, 

It  was  a  pleasure  to  meet  you  both.  Thank  you  for  a  few  minutes  of  your  time 
this  evening  to  answer  some  of  my  questions.  Congratulations  on  surviving 
the  event.  Something  tells  me  the  group  went  out  for  drinks  afterwards  to 
relax  and  wind  down.  Tensions  were  no  doubt  high  this  evening. 

On  another  note  the  website  link  below  will  take  you  to  an  article  that  explains 
about  the  dust  problem  generated  by  a  solar  farm  project  in  the  Antelope 
Valley.  Unintended  consequences  from  not  listening  to  environmental 
experts. 

http://www.greentechmedia.com/articles/read/First-Solar-Cleared-to-Resume- 

Construction-in-Antelope-Valley 
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This  article  sheds  light  on  something  that  was  not  brought  up  in  the 
presentation  which  has  to  do  with  the  impact  of  the  construction  operation. 
Edison  is  currently  running  a  new  transmission  through  the  valley  and  over 
Acton.  In  doing  so  the  construction  camp  looks  like  a  military  installation.  Big 
trucks  and  heavy  equipment  minus  the  tanks.  I'm  sure  many  residents  are 
wondering  just  how  big  the  HSR  operation  will  be. 

Also  there  was  no  information  about  just  how  much  noise  this  HSR  will  make. 
The  Town  of  Acton  and  the  surrounding  neighborhoods  are  dead  quiet  at 
night.  Because  we  are  in  a  valley  sounds  echo  for  some  distance.  The 
loudest  sounds  from  the  BNSF  freight  and  Metro-link  trains  come  from  the 
horns.  I  think  the  primary  concerns  that  have  the  most  impact  on  a  route  are 
construction  operations,  noise,  and  the  frequency  of  trains.  Property  values 
in  the  area  could  experience  a  big  hit  if  the  noise  from  the  HSR  is  as  loud  as 
the  British  Airways  Concord.  That  said,  if  the  line  went  through  the  national 
forest  and  much  of  it  underground  I  don't  think  there  would  be  a  great  amount 
of  resistance. 

Please  feel  free  to  contact  me  if  you  have  any  questions. 

Wishing  you  both  continued  success  with  your  presentations. 

Kind  regards, 

Daryl  Johnson 

CA  State  Certified  General  Real  Estate  Appraiser 

Appraisal  Institute  Associate  Member 

3853  Roberts  Road 

Acton,  CA  93510 

(661)305-6480 

www.LosAngelesPropertyValuations.com<http://www.LosAngelesPropertyVal 

uations.com> 


NOTICE:  This  communication  and  any  attachments  ("this  message")  may 
contain  confidential  information  for  the  sole  use  of  the  intended  recipient(s). 
Any  unauthorized  use,  disclosure,  viewing,  copying,  alteration,  dissemination 
or  distribution  of,  or  reliance  on  this  message  is  strictly  prohibited.  If  you  have 
received  this  message  in  error,  or  you  are  not  an  authorized  recipient,  please 
notify  the  sender  immediately  by  replying  to  this  message,  delete  this 
message  and  all  copies  from  your  e-mail  system  and  destroy  any  printed 
copies. 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Pending 
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8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 
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CA 
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Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  770  L  Street,  Suite  800  Sacramento,  CA 
95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in  northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project 
as  a  whole,  this  portion  as  planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank 
and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools, 
churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already  triggered 
disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a  way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the 
real  estate  markets  in  those  communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do 
that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate  could  begin  in  those 
communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct, 
faster,  less  costly,  more  environmentally  friendly  and  less  community- 
intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  SR  14 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1 330  (Paul  J  ones,  August  29,  2014) 


Mark  A.  McLouqhlin, 


August  29**  2014 


Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  AMO  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

SUBJECT :  Palmdale  to  Burbank  AND  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles 
Dear  Mr.  McLaughlin: 

Your  group  Is  doing  a  scoping  study  concerning  the  environmental 
review  b etwee n  Palmdale  and  Burbank  and  onward  to  Los  Angeles. 

City  Councils  along  lhai  route  are  concerned  about  the  speeds  the 
high-speed  tram  be  going  through  their  cities.  I  enclose  the  results  of 
my  analysis  I  that  indicates  Lbe  high-speed  train  will  be  going  through 
the  cities  along  the  route  at  high  speed,  which  will  probably  be 
objectionable  {Including  unsafe)  for  many  of  these  urban  areas. 

t  therefore  ask  you  to  consider  this  issue  and  the  results  of  my 
analyses,  which  accompany  this  letter 


Copies: 


Acton  Town  Council 
Ague  Du  lee  Town  Council 
Burbank  City  Council 

Los  Angeles  City  Council,  Seventh  District 

Palmdale  City  Council 

San  Fernando  City  Council 

Santa  Clarita  City  Council 

Van  Nuys  Neighborhood  Council 
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Table  accompanying  29  August  2014  letter  from  Paul  Jones  to  Mark 
McLoughNn  of  the  California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


HSR  TRAIN  SPEEDS  THROUGH  SELECTED 
SOUTHERN  CALIFORNIA  CITIES  * 

mph  =  Ellies  pu^  hour 

Southbound 

Northbound 

City 

HSR  Trains 

HSR  Trains 

Palmdale 

2tG  mph 

220  mph 

Sq  ledad 

220  mph 

155  mph 

Newhall 

220  mph 

200  mph 

San  femantfo 

220  mph 

175  mph 

Burbank 

220  mph 

160  mph 

*  ScurcaL  Memorandum  by  Frank  Vacea  oi1  February  I  l„ 
2Q13ZO  Jeff  Morales,  CEO,  California  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority,  Titled  Phase  I  Blended  Travel  Time.  Alsy 
i uturpura Led  into  llw  uOua  L  DuUis r*] Liu r*  uT  Frank  Vutxd 
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Submission  1331  (Alison  J  ones,  August  30,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #449  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/30/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Alison 

Last  Name  : 

Jones 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

9750  La  Canada  Way 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818-850-8669 

Email  : 

alisonj16@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

I  am  completely  against  the  rail  line  coming  through  Shadow  Hills.  So  many 
lives  wouid  be  horribly  impacted.  This  is  a  very  unique  area  that  cannot  be 
duplicated.  Anyone  forced  to  give  up  their  home  or  has  their  neighborhood 
ruined  will  not  be  able  to  recreate  their  life  elsewhere. 

So  many  people  in  our  neighborhood  have  horses,  goats,  geese  and  other 
animals  on  their  property.  Their  options  for  moving  will  be  terribly 
limited.  Many  will  be  forced  to  give  up  their  animals  and  they  will  be 
devastated. 

Also,  this  is  not  the  economic  climate  for  the  state  to  take  on  such  an 
expensive  project. 


If  it  must  be  built,  it  only  makes  sense  to  go  along  the  14  and  5,  where 
people's  lives  won't  be  ruined. 

Also,  just  the  mention  of  it  as  a  possibility  lowers  our  home  values.  How 
long  will  this  threat  be  hanging  over  our  heads?  It  is  terribly  stressful 
and  if  someone  does  want  to  sell  their  property  and  move,  this  makes  it 
very  difficult.  Who  would  want  to  buy  a  home  in  a  neighborhood  with  such  an 
uncertain  future.  For  most  people,  their  home  is  their  biggest  investment 
and  they  won't  want  to  take  such  a  big  risk  as  buying  into  an  area  with 
such  an  uncertain  future. 

Sincerely, 

Alison  Jones 
9750  La  Canada  Way 
Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
818  850  8669 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 
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General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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CALIFORNIA 


High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Paimdaie  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Cord 


NAME:  Mary  Gayle  Joyce 

N.EET.NG  LOCATION:  Act()n  AFFILIATION:  Acton  Resident 

ADDRESS:  EMAIL: 

3212  Country  Way  gj@joycemediainc.com 

C,TY:  Acton  STATE:  CA 

WOULD  YOU  LIKE  TO  BE  ADDED  TO  OUR  MAILING  LIST?*  (Check  all  that  apply)  g.  STATEWIDE 

*NOTE:  This  does  not  substitute  for  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 


DATE:  9/12/14 


PHONE: 

661-269-1832 
ZIP:  93510 

X  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 
6  BURBANK  TO  LOS  ANGELESX 


PLEASE  USTTHE  ENVIRONMENTAL  ISSUES  THAT  YOU  ARE  CONCERNED  WITH  AND  WOULD  LIKE  TO  SEE  ADDRESSED  IN  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT- 
LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT.  PLEASE  BE  AS  SPECIFIC  AS  POSSIBLE. 

-Proposed  HSR  Alignments:  Both  of  the  proposed  HSR  alignments  that  parallel  the  14  Freeway  will  adversely  impact  the  most  resi¬ 
dents,  cause  the  greatest  and  most  extensive  negative  human  environmental  impacts,  and  result  in  loss  of  property  rights  and  poten¬ 
tially  the  condemnation  of  property  and  homes  with  the  threat  of  eminent  domain.  The  impacts  that  these  proposed  alignments  would 
have  on  the  community  of  Agua  Dulce  are  large,  and  in  our  estimation,  unmitigable.  We  ask  that  the  proposed  HSR  alignments  be 
eliminated  from  further  review  and  be  replaced  with  reasonable  alternatives  that  will  affect  far  fewer  improved  properties. 

-Alternative  Corridor-New  Study  Area:  This  alternative  area  is  a  far  better  choice  than  the  original  proposed  alignments.  However, 
because  this  is  a  new  study  area,  the  exact  routing  is  vague,  unclear,  and  poorly  defined.  It  is  impossible  to  be  supportive  of  this  align¬ 
ment  without  a  more  detailed,  narrowed  route. 

WHAT  OTHER  ISSUES  WOULD  YOU  LIKE  THE  PROJECT  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT  TO  ADDRESS? 

-  Potential  Tunneled  Alternative:  We  propose  a  Tunneled  Alternative  within  the  Angeles  National  Forest  that  is  outside  of  both  the 
Acton  and  Agua  Dulce  Community  Standards  District  Boundaries  that  is  to  the  far  eastern  and  southern  edges  of  the  Alternative 
Corridor-New  Study  Area.  Additionally,  the  route  should  avoid  any  improved  properties  to  the  greatest  extent  possible. 


ADDITONAL  COMMENTS: 


THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  PARTICIPATION  IN  THIS  IMPORTANT  PROCESS, 

PLEASE  SUBMIT  YOUR  SCOPING  COMMENT  FORM  AT  THE  SIGH-IN  TABLE  OR  MAIL  THIS  PRE-ADDRESSED  FORM. 
YOU  MAY  AISO  SUBMIT  IT  VIA  EMAIL  TO:  palmdafe  burbank@hsr.ca.gov 
ALL  SCOPING  COMMENTS  FOR  THE  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION  MUST  BE  SUBMITTED  BY  AUG.  31,  2014. 

Send  by  Certified  Mail  to: 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #578  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Kirk 

Last  Name  : 

Kalstad 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

2470  Trails  End  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

kwakekarma@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Hello, 

This  letter  is  to  express  my  objection  to  moving  forward  with  the  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail.  As  an  Acton  homeowner,  this  would 
have  numerous  negative  effects.  I  purchased  this  property  and  live  here  for 
the  rural,  peaceful  country  lifestyle.  That  would  be  severely  degraded  if  this 
project  were  to  proceed  through  Acton.  The  environmental  impact  would 
certainly  have  a  negative  effect  with  a  project  of  this  magnitude.  The  noise 
pollution  would  have  a  direct  negative  effect  on  my  horses  and  dogs,  as  well 
as  wildlife. 

Please  register  my  strongest  opposition  to  this  project  coming  through  or  near 
Acton. 

Thank  you, 

Kirk  Kalstad 
2470  Trails  End  Rd 
Acton,  CA  93510 

kwakekarma@gmail.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1334  (Richard  Kanes,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #534  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Richard 

Kanes 


Acton 

CA 

93510 

kanes3k@yahoo.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  Me  Laughlin, 

As  a  stakeholder  in  the  current  alignment  of  the  CHSR  through  Santa  Clarita  I 
have  many  questions  and  reservations  concerning  the  scoping  process. First 
and  foremost  the  ballot  initiative  of  2008  clearly  stated  that  the  CSHR  project 
would  follow  the  1-5  corridor .  there  was  no  mention  of  a  loop  to  Palmdale  and 
Tehachapi,  a  detour  of  approximately  75  miles.  Second  the  cost  was 
originally  estimated  to  be  38  billion.  Now  is  it  68  billion  and  counting. 

At  the  last  scoping  meeting  in  Acton,  I  was  told  that  there  was  a  scoping 
meeting  in  2007  where  it  was  decided  that  the  loop  through  Palmdale  was  the 
preferred  route.  Interestingly  enough,  no  one  in  my  community  was  informed 
about  this  meeting  or  its  decision.  Was  it  a  public  meeting  or  a  meeting 
behind  closed  doors?  Surely  a  straight  line  is  the  shortest  distance  between 
two  points.  The  1-5  corridor  route  would  not  entail  anywhere  near  the  amount 
or  cost  of  tunneling,  grading  or  acquisition  of  private  property  as  the  route 
through  Santa  Clarita,  Acton,  Agua  Dulce  does.  Tehachapi  is  a  highly  seismic 
area.  If  this  route  was  the  preferred  one  and  chosen  in  2007  and  the  initiative 
of  2008  wording  was  changed  to  mislead  voters,  the  voters  should  have  an 
opportunity  to  vote  again  with  the  information  that  is  now  available  concerning 
costs  and  route  selection!  This  would  be  a  truly  democratic  and  honest 
approach.  To  continue  to  use  the  current  alignment  plan 
reminds  me  of  the  19th  century  railroad  barons  lack  of  concern  for  the  public 
and  their  unethical  trees  and  complicity  of  government  condemnation. 

If  the  CHSR  must  go  through  Palmdale  for  the  political  and  enrichment  of  a 
handful  of  influential  investors,  then  a  tunnel  route  through  the  Angeles  Forest 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale  is  the  logical  choice.  It  is  shorter,  faster,  and  will 
have  less  impact  on  the  communities  of  Santa  Clarita,  Agua  Dulce  and  Acton 
where  there  are  major  concerns  regarding  noise,  environmental  and 
sociological,  concerns  that  would  have  severe  negative  effects  on  these 
communities. 

Thank  you,  Richard  M.  Kanes 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TljgHpqrtJlIKm 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-715 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1335  (Shana  Kaplan,  August  30,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #456  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

Yes 

8/30/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Shana 

Kaplan 


CA 

00000 

Shana@wolffurban.com 


No 

no  to  a  tunnel  and  train  in  the  mountains  in  LA.  it  would  be  appreciated  for 
years  to  come! 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliibflfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-716 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1336  (Lisa  Kauppi,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #613  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Lisa 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Kauppi 

Zip  Code  : 

NA 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

661.705.0701 

>  From:  "Lisa  Kauppi"  <4alltherightmoves@socal.rr.com> 

>  Subject:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR/EIS 

>  Date:  August  26,  2014  at  12:17:43  PM  PDT 

>  To:  <palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov> 

>  Cc:  <scvtaskforce@gmail.com> 

> 

>  Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 

> 

>  If  you  can't  eliminate  this  useless  "train  to  nowhere"  please  know  that  this 
Sand  Canyon  Resident  and  Realtor  is  strongly  opposed  to  this  project. 

> 

>  PLEASE: 

>  Support  The  preferred  alignment  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale, 
bypassing  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor 
Antonovich). 

> 

>  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

>  1 .  Much  too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school 
children  in  danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the 
classroom 

>  2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

>  3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods,  reducing 
property  values  and  raping  people  of  retirement  equity. 

>  3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita..  Again  quality  of  life  issues  and  property  values 
deminished 

>  4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita.  Same  issues  as  above 

>  5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community  which  would  help 
bring  back  the  property  values  that  have  already  been  affected  by  the  last 
economic  downturn. 


>  Search  For  Homes  /  What’s  My  Home  Worth  /  Market  Insider  News 
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Submission  1336  (Lisa  Kauppi,  August  27,  2014)  -  Continued 


>  All  the  Best, 

>  Lisa  Kauppi 

>  Fine  Estates  Director 

>  Troop  Real  Estate,  Inc. 
>661.705.0701 

>  Bre#0 142 1407 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-718 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1337  (Katherine  Kean,  September  7,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #719  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/8/2014 

No 

9/8/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Katherine 

Kean 


Los  Angeles 

CA 

91042 


katherine@katherinekean.com 


No 


oppose  the  alternate  route  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest. 


In  light  of  our  ongoing  and  recurring  alternating  drought  and  flood 
conditions  this  route  would  substantially  interfere  with  water  resources, 
free  flowing  rivers  and  natural  springs.  We  need  to  add  to  groundwater 
percolation  and  allow  the  natural  flooding,  not  disrupt  it,  so  that  water 
can  naturally  make  its  way  into  and  replenish  underground  aquifers.  In 
addition,  this  project  would  have  a  significant  adverse  effect  on  one  of  a 
few  remaining  travel  corridors  and  habitats  for  wildlife  and  mar  the  beauty 
of  the  mountains  for  3.5  million  visitors  a  year  who  come  to  enjoy  healthy 
recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  biking,  and  horseback  riding. 


This  project  would  endanger  the  habitat  for  many  rare  and  endangered 
species 

including  mountain  lions,  Nelson's  bighorn  sheep,  mountain  yellow-legged 
frogs,  Bell's  Vireo  bird  and  Santa  Ana  Suckers.  It  also  conflicts  with 
current  Land  Use  plans  adopted  for  the  purpose  of  preserving  current 
environment  and  use  and  will  create  excessive  noise  levels  and  vibration 
issues  in  a  largely  residential  and  recreational  area. 


Lastly,  a  prior  Metro  link  study  found  a  route  through  the  mountains  to  be 
10  times  more  costly. 


KATHERINE  KEAN 
Painting  Nature  in  stillness  and  storms. 

Los  Angeles,  CA  91042 

Web:  <http://katherinekean.com/>  http://katherinekean.com 
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Face  Book:  <http://facebook.com/KatherineKeanFineArt> 

http://Facebook.com/KatherineKeanFineArt 

Twitter:  <http://twitter.com/KatherineKean> 

http://twitter.com/KatherineKean 

Linkedln:  <http://linkedin.com/in/katherinekean> 

http://Linkedin.com/in/katherinekean 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #740  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/8/2014 

No 

9/4/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kathleen 

Keefe 


CA 

00000 

kathleenillini@yahoo.com 


No 

Dear  Mark; 


I  am  sure  you  have  recieved  many  of  these  requests,  nevertheless  it  just 
speaks  to  how  the  Bullet  Train  through  our  beautiful  and  UNIQUE  Sand 
Canyon  Area  will  RUIN  not  only  the  community  but  impact  the  envirnment. 
Please  consider.  The  next  step  if  this  continues  through  our  valley  will  be  to 
take  this  back  to  the  voters  and  force  the  defunding  of  this  project,  which  by 
many  accounts  is  too  costly  and  not  up  to  date  with  the  current  technology. 

A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the  above 
ground  alignment. 

C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 


palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-721 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1339  (Jeffrey  R.  Keenan,  August  29,  2014) 


-  w-«lm  wiuiin  •  it£i rjpccu  aaii  nuiiiwiuy 

Vv  mm 

I 

MfimmiOCWO*  MnMnon 


“aiTr/  CflLn-jmbv  Ri.  Qh£j»,l  s<ZT 

/felW  *  fJT/o 


tMiAil  CM  to  H  MOt(>  to  OU«  MMUM»  Utrr  KM  a«  IMI  MS*r1 


N1MMUTDKMUNK 
•VNUMt  TO  LMMCfUl 


tuAMmr  *m  iwrauntm  amo  m*i  you  urn  amnmmnmmt  amp  mo mo  it  m  wt  wtn to  1  tm  mimoou  to  mo#ct 

irvti  wowwiww  uommw.  amm  m  m  OMWC <tt  rowi 

tWypi^r  IQAto)  lf>e  fb'tjnj'J'hc  Stil  ,  ^X  td>  UlCIUtOtS 


mwr  otNu iuuu  worn a  ntuim  r«  mum uvn  MMMMram  ooomintto  wrntv 

3-**  i/fllcc  J-  c-jovU 

ccAA^tw\n t tctO  ***£  u£>p*»fc  |<gc\  *fhwi  rrw 

J  l Ocifi^h)  Tbf  {&RC +bC  TR^/iO  or>y 


pc  |»CT 


°0<^  tow^z  ^  .trty<v/mo*A 


mu  KM  wva  MumovAttoti  «**o«i *•»  iwua 

M(MMWrKMMUT«l«HNTMUOlMMTMHmA 
urrirtMOMiTB  l^^w.  .  .~ 


C  COMMKMTI  l<0C  Tttt  MlMMU  *0  MMMNi  eVUCTT  11 


■  muw  m  n— me  rr  m*  u.»u 


Send  by  Certified  Mid  tu; 


CALIFORNIA  f%  flf  T<jirisptTrliitj{ifi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-722 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1340  (Dominique  Keller,  August  31,  2014) 


Aufurt  26.  2014 

Jeff  Me  rates 
Chief  Executive  ftfftwr 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
7701  Street.  Suite  &SQ 
Sacramento,  CA95SU 

Dear  Mr,  Monies: 

lhm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  mule  along  the  14  Freeway  In 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  think*  of  tha  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  conimunrTies  between  Hu  thank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  mule  would 
negatively  Imparts  school^  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
Triggered  dtidaiura  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  seller*. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  mute  as  a 
way  to  reset  I  he  discussion  and  slop  the  disruption  of  tha  real  estate  markets  tn  those 
communities,  \  believe  iTthe  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  mote  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  us  to  the  merits  of  the  protect  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  nation  that  would  provide  a  mon  direct,  taster,  less  COStiy.  more 
environ  mentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antefope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it 


Slnoenoly, 


Or:  CHSftA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 


CALIFORNIA  f% 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  SOO 
Sacramento,  CA  95S14 

Dear  Mr  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  fester,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley, 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #361  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Patrick 

Last  Name  : 

Kelley 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

756  Foreston  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

PO  Box  134 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661-373-5664 

Email  : 

pkelley@hartdistrict.org 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

1  am  a  homeowner  in  Acton,  CA.  My  street  address  is  756  Foreston  Rd,  but 

my  mailing  address  is  PO  Box  134,  Acton  93510. 


My  home  would  have  the  train  running  underneath  it.  My  problem  with  this 
is  that  I  depend  on  a  650  ft.  well  for  my  water.  With  all  the  construction 
for  the  train,  I'm  concerned  that  the  excellent  water  table  that  I  get  my 
water  from  would  be  disrupted  at  the  least,  if  not  totally  obliterated. 

12  years  ago  we  had  this  well  dug.  It's  an  excellent  well  which  produces 
an  estimated  9  gallons  per  minute.  During  the  last  12  years  we  have  had 
good  tasting  water  without  interruption  from  this  well.  Our  neighbors  all 
have  good  water  producing  wells. 

I  can't  see  how  building  a  tunnel  underneath  us  and  having  trains  running 
through,  causing  vibrations,  is  not  going  to  disrupt  our  well,  not  to 
mention  all  the  disruptions  of  the  ground  from  the  building  of  this  tunnel. 

If  I  lose  my  water  table,  I'd  have  to  have  a  new  well  drilled  which  would 
cost  about  $50,000.  There's  no  guarantee  that  a  new  well  would  produce  at 
such  good  rate  or  quality  of  water,  there  is  also  no  guarantee  that 
another  spot  on  my  property  would  be  able  to  access  water. 

As  for  city  water,  there  is  no  city  water  readily  available  to  connect  to. 
Additionally,  city  water  is  treated  with  chemicals  and  does  not  taste  as 
good  as  my  well  water. 

Furthermore,  we  do  not  have  sewer.  We  depend  on  septic  tanks  and  the 
ability  of  the  septic  to  percolate  through  our  soil.  Again,  my  fear  is  the 
disruption  of  the  ground  beneath  us  would  make  our  septic  unusable. 

There  is  no  local  sewer  system  to  hook  up  to. 

Basically,  California  would  have  to  drill  new  wells  for  all  the  homeowners 
in  this  area,  if  they  could  even  find  water  in  our  area  after  the 
construction  and  disruption  of  our  water  table.  Otherwise,  we  would  have 
to  settle  for  city  water,  which  we  would  expect  the  state  to  pay  to  bring 
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to  this  area,  hook  us  up,  and  reimburse  for  all  monthly  water  bills,  since 
our  current  water  supply  is  free.  Also,  we  would  require  a  water  filtering 
system  at  our  house  to  filter  out  the  chemicals. 

Should  our  septic  become  unusable,  we  would  expect  the  state  to  dig  sewers 
in  this  area,  and  again  provide  free  service  since  our  septic  is  free. 

Lastly,  having  a  train  run  under  our  house  will  decrease  the  value  of  our 
home.  The  recent  housing  market  crash  already  cut  the  value  of  our  home  in 
half.  I  can  only  imagine  how  bad  a  train  under  our  house  will  hurt  our 
investment.  Is  the  state  willing  to  reimburse  us  the  loss  in  value? 

I  appreciate  your  taking  our  situation  into  account  while  you  consider  this 
route.  An  underground  railway  will  disrupt  the  town  of  Acton  and  its  rural 
lifestyle.  A  better  route  needs  to  be  considered. 

Sincerely, 

*Pat  Kelley* 

*PO  Box  134* 

*  Acton,  CA  93510* 

*661-373-5664* 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #362  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Angi 

Last  Name  : 

Kelley 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

756  Foreston  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

PO  Box  134 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661-269-2360 

Email  : 

angi@cabail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

1  am  a  homeowner  in  Acton,  CA.  My  street  address  is  756  Foreston  Rd,  but 

my  mailing  address  is  PO  Box  134,  Acton  93510. 


My  home  would  have  the  train  running  underneath  it.  My  problem  with  this 
is  that  I  depend  on  a  650  ft.  well  for  my  water.  With  all  the  construction 
for  the  train,  I'm  concerned  that  the  excellent  water  table  that  I  get  my 
water  from  would  be  disrupted  at  the  least,  if  not  totally  obliterated. 

12  years  ago  we  had  this  well  dug.  It's  an  excellent  well  which  produces 
an  estimated  9  gallons  per  minute.  During  the  last  12  years  we  have  had 
good  tasting  water  without  interruption  from  this  well.  Our  neighbors  all 
have  good  water  producing  wells. 

I  can't  see  how  building  a  tunnel  underneath  us  and  having  trains  running 
through,  causing  vibrations,  is  not  going  to  disrupt  our  well,  not  to 
mention  all  the  disruptions  of  the  ground  from  the  building  of  this  tunnel. 

If  I  lose  my  water  table,  I'd  have  to  have  a  new  well  drilled  which  would 
cost  about  $50,000.  There's  no  guarantee  that  a  new  well  would  produce  at 
such  good  rate  or  quality  of  water,  there  is  also  no  guarantee  that 
another  spot  on  my  property  would  be  able  to  access  water. 

As  for  city  water,  there  is  no  city  water  readily  available  to  connect  to. 
Additionally,  city  water  is  treated  with  chemicals  and  does  not  taste  as 
good  as  my  well  water. 

Furthermore,  we  do  not  have  sewer.  We  depend  on  septic  tanks  and  the 
ability  of  the  septic  to  percolate  through  our  soil.  Again,  my  fear  is  the 
disruption  of  the  ground  beneath  us  would  make  our  septic  unusable. 

There  is  no  local  sewer  system  to  hook  up  to. 

Basically,  California  would  have  to  drill  new  wells  for  all  the  homeowners 
in  this  area,  if  they  could  even  find  water  in  our  area  after  the 
construction  and  disruption  of  our  water  table.  Otherwise,  we  would  have 
to  settle  for  city  water,  which  we  would  expect  the  state  to  pay  to  bring 
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to  this  area,  hook  us  up,  and  reimburse  for  all  monthly  water  bills,  since 
our  current  water  supply  is  free.  Also,  we  would  require  a  water  filtering 
system  at  our  house  to  filter  out  the  chemicals. 

Should  our  septic  become  unusable,  we  would  expect  the  state  to  dig  sewers 
in  this  area,  and  again  provide  free  service  since  our  septic  is  free. 

Lastly,  having  a  train  run  under  our  house  will  decrease  the  value  of  our 
home.  The  recent  housing  market  crash  already  cut  the  value  of  our  home  in 
half.  I  can  only  imagine  how  bad  a  train  under  our  house  will  hurt  our 
investment.  Is  the  state  willing  to  reimburse  us  the  loss  in  value? 

I  appreciate  your  taking  our  situation  into  account  while  you  consider  this 
route.  An  underground  railway  will  disrupt  the  town  of  Acton  and  its  rural 
lifestyle.  A  better  route  needs  to  be  considered. 


*Angi  Kelley* 
661-269-2360 
PO  Box  134 
Acton,  CA  93510 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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[  ligh  Speed  Rail  Scoping  Meeting  Response 


Ann  Murk  McLanp.liEiTi 
Director  o\T  [-.nvi  ronmentzl  Services. 

Dear  Mr  McLaughlin* 

On  K/l  1/14  I  intended  w3m!  was  billed  a«  a '‘public  meeting"  with  the  Rail  AullioriLy  Us 
d i jbcusa  i lie  rami  liculmnA  dl' a  hifjh  spued  miin  ending  Through  tlm  heart  of  our 
community. 

The  vcuue  in  which  it  was  held  had  a  maximum  occuptuicy  nuinjj  that  was  LnsmAHcteni 
for  the  Number  of  pursuits  who  ^vuJitutL  In  utluml  llius  trffucLivdy  limiting  the  si  y.c  of  The 

]  wil  l  in  the  AccmuJ  ^rOup  ullowcd  iei  In  view  the  pruSCnllli™, 

]  Juive  nv  iiii.uL  whirl  wus  discussed  uj  detenu  ined  in  ihe  fufil  pnup. 

Que  master  of  ceremonies  was  Michelle  Boehm. 

Tl itf  vn  v  first  slide  of  the  pfesenltttlon  showed,  wliat  upp^cd  to  be  soUk-onc  s  home 
living  destroyed. 

Ms,  Boehm  referred  to  this  us  h ‘progress.  Shu  moved  on  quickly  nrol  provided  tittle 
cunsulytkm  foi  fliose  Fn  ihc  crowd  whose  homes  would  ufcu  be  destroyed  in  ihe  nume^l 

pmyrrsN. 

Wbcti  usked  why  we.  the  public,  could  not  ask  questlom,  M*.  Buch  rn  indicated  that  wc 
were  mil  nlhiwed  lo  issk  questions  BS  a  yrouph  bill  umsl  ndfrjiiTii  Lm  snitdler  groups  having 
3ep4mte  conventions  with  Individ  uni  Kail  Authority  special  itf*. 

Ai  that  point,  the  fire  depaftirteiU  end  the  sd  iefi  fTs  deportment  were  Culled  ilL  daiminjT 
ilint  die  room  was  filled  beyond  its  capacity,  SoSucof  (he  public  were  farted  to  leave, 
further  lijudluft  a  gfitiftet  img  of  ihe  public.  As  far  as  1  kuuwT  the  prcwmifitiori  was  never 
cum  pick'd . 

This  was  not  a  ‘‘public"  gathering  to  meet  with  ihe  Rsll  Authority  and  woak  tugelher 
toward  u  common  goal  This  fdi  like  the  Fall  Authority  tolling  usP  lo  small  groups,  wliiu 
they  were  going  ro  do  to  ns, 

A  question  posed  lo  Ms.  Ilnehm,  ‘^T f  jtl I  ihe  residents  of  Acton  .ind  Ague  Duke, 
every  single  one,  Signed  a  petiTion  against  the  high  spCf  tl  rail,  would  that  slop  il  from 
being  built bweT’  Ms.  HodinTs  respond.  ilNoH 

\  I  that  ifj  the  cjuc  ami  the  high  speed  rati  l a,  in  tact,  a  good  thing  E’or  ihe  people  of 
California  and  it  is  fining  to  he  bulk  “No  matter  what”,  then  n  needs  to  he  a  good  ihinu 
for  ALL  of  the  people  of  California,  "rNo  mutter  what". 

Lm  mid  that  people  whose  homes  will  be  destroyed  wilt  receive  bur  market  value  for 
their  property  at  the  timed  demolition,  which,  ik*  you  iiiu.m  know,  will  most  likely  he 
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very,  very  low.  rhey  wit!  he  end  t  ied  to  nelucaliun  wichin  a  KJd-mile  radius  ol  iheir 
current  home. 

ETiis  is  nm  compensation  fur  uprooting  a  way  uflilt'. 

Fm  many  people.  Acton  is  on  (he  edge  of  whnl  is  tolerable  fur  a  cum  mute  into  the  city 

Furthermore,  we  did  nut  tnuve  to  a  ttuuJI  town  bcesuic  of  she  cost  uf  the  property. 

We  moved  here  for  many  rcuauns  thus  you  can'i  pul  u  price  on:  to  start  a  business  in  a 
commimUy  dial  you  eon  be  an  integral  purl  of,  u  community  with  a  very  tow  crime  rate,  a 
serene  community  when:  you  cun  rciiix  and  enjoy  lift,  Wc  moved  here  fur  ihe  amcrunes 
dial  come  with  small  [own  living  i,e.  acreage,  10  idyl  I  liurn.  tircnu,  Found  pun,  horse  and 
hiking  (tails,  peace  and  quid,  etc 

Being  forced  from  yuui  liornr  and  away  from  cstohlfchcd  friends  and  vighbuni  is  3W 
enough,  hut  if  all  ihesc  aforementioned  tiling  arc  nni  fttcltidtid  in  our  compensation  then 
It  is*  nut  compcrcifticKi  >n  ail. 

1  f  we  arc  going  to  be  forced  io  make  such  a  huge  sacriflsts  for  the  good  of  I  tic  State  of 
{Tolifornin,  then  it  h.  1  title  to  ask  ifual  I  he  Suie  ol'  Calihinniis  tike  Car*  of  the  pnpple  t  lift  I  it 
hua  forced  frunj  their  liumcdt 

Vuu  have  10  billion  dollars atlncjled  In  (he  11  rtf  pkwe 

There  is  no  doubt  (ha<  you  have  the  flmrifi.il  powj*  to  do  whai  fs  righT 

fo|  those  m  behind  in  .1  dying  cnffimunily;  chert  Are  a  myriad  of  Other  issues* 

Waler: 

How  much  wafer  will  a  proieid  of  this  size  require? 

h  icein i  ii responsible  toevwi  consider  a  project  ofthijtuagtiimdc  in  a  rircuighi  stricken 
region. 

How  will  it  nffled  thr  local  war er  table? 

Wluil  will  il  do  to  1  Fie  local  welts? 

lias  the  Rati  Authority  made  provisions  for  die  hunton  of  liability  associated  with 
destroying  ‘mmcnric's  well?  ITitnc  are  a  Sot  ni  wells  out  here. 

Air  Quality  and  Public  I  lealth: 

How  much  dust  will  be  revised  into  (he  asr  from  thts  massive  carthtnuving  endeavor,  and 
for  how  long? 

WliaE  abdUl  the  pul  Union  caused  by  iheohnusc  from  waves,  of  equipmeni  running  From 
dawn  to  dusk? 

I  h.if.s  assuming  that  the  Rati  Aulhurily  will  nut  have  the  construction  continue  24/7. 
When  is  this  project  scheduled  to  Hun  uml  wtuai  is  its  completion  daEe'.f 
Flic  local  ruck  corn  hi  ns  asbesti  form  purl  idea  ihm  arc  releuaed  when  (he  ruck  tadisrurbed. 
These  particles  have  been  Jinked  to  lung  cancer. 

What  will  the  rad  authority  duUidimimrtc  the  release  of  these  particles? 
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IF unsuccessful  cmiiniHhi.g tlie release  T tliese  piuliotK,  foi  how  esieuiiv  yeans  will  the 
high  speed  i  mins  continue  to  pump  Mesothelioma  and  Valley  Fever  into  I  he  lungs  of  the 
local  rrakteais? 


How  will  the  Rjiiil  Autfiority  manage  ihe  eonstruepion  process  and  rfw  inherent  traffic 

issues  ill  ul  uuLomptim  Li  piujucl  of  likisSJZft? 

Roadways  nmsl  be  kept  open  for  emergency  vehicles  To  gain  access  to  [hose  tn  need  of 
cmcTgtEK^  cafe, 

I EinjT lori 1 1 [i  with  an  emergency  responder's  ability  to  arrive  ai  line.  scene  of  a  critically 
injured  patient  can  have  serious consequences 


E  M  F  : 


What  is  thtf  magnitude  of  the  electromagnetic  held  radiating  From  a  train  passing  at  2(N> 
miles  per  hour'' 

What  are  i  In:  effects  ot  this  Me  Id  on  livestock  and  wild  tile? 

Exposure  in  high  levels  of  dcelromLigrhctic  radiation  even  for  short  periods  of  lime  can 
ivmsr  Ihiiguc.  htj l I ;il  h C-S-,  and  anxiety. 

There  is  un  arancioiitm  with  childhood  IeukcnuL 

Wh.iL  rue  ibe  dl'eas  of  lEus.  sudden  xpi  kc  ol  energy  on  police  and  lire  radio  iranKittiKfrinn^ 
anTennax,  WM;h  eel  I  phones,  and  pace  makers? 

Where  will  ii\[  id  this  electricity  come  from  and  how  will  ii  be  generated? 


Vihmiion: 

How  much  vibrslmn  and  seismic  disturbuticc  will  this  Hum  cuuicV 
Whal  dTeeus  will  this  have  on  wildlii'c.  people,  and  livestock? 

The  frequency  at  which  tins  tram  n  .scheduled  to  operate  (4  or  5  round  tnpa  per  hour)  is 
outrageous  and  would  be  impossible  lo  tolerate  by  someone  whose  normal  ambient  back 
ground  bounds  consist  ol  the  silence  uF  ihe  high  desert  interrupted  only  by  bird  song  and 
ihc  occasional  howl  nf  a  coyote. 

Our  small  rural  communities  will  tease  10  exist  as  they  wrt  hxJuy, 

Whai  about  the  noise  that  this  train  will  create? 

We  arc  [old  that  It  ts  "only'*  85  decibels.  Then  we  find  out  ihul  this  number  is  obtained 
from  an  average  over  u  ujtc-hour  period. 

rl'  you  have  silence  for  55  minutes,  fhow  many  decibels  arc  there  in  silunce'h  how  itpluiv 
more  decibels  do  you  need  1u  create  liji  85  d^  shrl  av£l%e  lor  like  EcniaLmnu  5  minute 
period?  t  Assuming  Ibnl  u  mile  per  hour  tram  will  take  at  least  a  minute  lo  puss-) 
How  loud  is  dint? 

An  increase  in  dccihcLs  represents  an  exponential  increase  in  noise 
Is  i[  beyond  0,S.H.A,  slnudujds? 
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Will  the  Rail  Amhnriiy  need  to  provide  adequate  bearing  prelection  soe very  resident  Air 
every  pacing  train? 


Equestrian  utiJ  Hiking  Toils: 

Agtia  Unite  and  Acl-nn  have  over  51HJ  miles  of  hiking  and  equestrian  trails  tri*.$cnwsing 
The  .".ecnic  mountains. 

Ai  any  one  lime  there  con  Id  be  dozens  of  riders  of  all  ages  on  horsehack. 

A  horse  can  xpcKifc  ai  u  Wol-Mait  hag  blowi  ng  in  tbi^  bushes, 

Is  die  mil  authority  willing  tn  utiitpl  the  responsibility  fur  cousiDg  b  rider  lo  be  thrown 
from  ihcir  horse  els  a  mnmin|t  heuat  explodes  I  him  n  tunnel  at  over  IT)  ted  per  second? 
TTlir  extfnl  uml  the  quantity-  of  the  injuries  diluted  by  your  I  ruin,  could  be  staggering, 

V/hlll  Will  k.TgJ H."ll  to  these  Ijillfs? 

Will  the  Rail  Authority  make  SLltfc  I  Uni  they  ore  ill  I  kepi  open  feu  everyone  louse? 

What  will  fuipjien  io  die  Paeifie  Crest  Trail  that  cruises  your  prripetfect  routes? 

Wbul  will  liup^eu  Lo  the  wildlife  I ti in  make  their  hew  in  1 1 h.  iuEJi  of  \uut  train? 

Will  tht  Rail  Authority  relocate  them? 

Whul  will  become  oflbeii  established  routes  for  (ink]  and  water? 

The  Lull  extent  ufeeulogienJ  desecrMiou  that  this  Emm  will  cLmse  will  Like  ye sirs  lo 
culminate  and,  by  then,  it  will  be  too  late. 


The  1  rum  h  scheduled  to  operate  from  S  A.M.  to  Midnight  with  as  ninny  as  6  round  trip 
[ruins  per  Eeoui  m  peak  limes  and  maiwetumce  crews  working  in  the  off  hours.  That  will 
errule  disLurbapec  24  tmurs  0  day 

This  will  mu se  an  astounding  amount  of  disruption  for  every  resident. 

TImmc  wIlo  live  iu-lu  litu  rgule  and  those  with  oightjobs  will  never  get  adequate  sleep, 
Sleep  deprivuliiwi  is  yue  ofltic  leading  causes  nf  sfress  rdnlcd  health  disorders 

Economic  flight 

Ak  resideuls  flee  Lhfc  threat  of  impend  mg  economic  disaster,  the  population  will  decrease 
causing  a  loss  of  employment  opportunities.  Who  needs  a  colfc-e  house  when  there  is  no 
u«e  to  drijjk  the  coffee? 

Teuchet*  wmtid  lose  positions  due  to  h^-.k  of  emftiliBeftt 

1 E  the  local  schools  close.  the  remaining  indents  would  be  bussed  making  our  umill 
rowtts  evsfl  less  desirable  to  residents:. 

One  oft  hi:  proposed  mule*  ihmngh  a  commercial  complex. 

This  will  tiuaa  a  Ins*  of  jobs  due  lo  the  dcmnjctkm  of  I  neat  husin-ewcs 
This  will  nni  he  ihcnrdv  business  affected  by  the  mil. 

r.nt  ymj  imagine  anyone  wanting  to  do  business  with  a  horse  boardirtgfmrining  fnoiliiy 
when  them  Is  an  umpteen  decibel  (I  wish  I  hud  an  accurate  staiwtic.1  tmln  blasting  by  5  or 
G  limes  an  hour? 
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Loss  of  jota  rcsuUs.  irii  Inis  of  residents,  which  destroy*  property  vjiJlht, 

No  o nc  will  want  Id  rm«ve  to  uny  ennwi  irmly  Uuti  b  rursed  by  the  present  of  ihis  tariff 

For  most  hand  working  taw -Hindi  rig  eiii/eruk  ^  purcli^ie  of  shcii  home  b  ihe  bc^ctf 
mvcsmicnl  they  will  uver  miike,  und  ihu  one  (lull  will  Jiffeci  iheir  retirement  thcmn.il 
for  thin*  who  halve  ekfceii  AtUwi  «t  A|jmi  Duke  eh  their  letttellbciil  desumlliun.  ifie 
presence  isflhhi  msin  will  minus  Uio:^  theiMnsi  will  be  forever  eruJied- 

Why  euri'i  Ihc  Etui  I  Autiiurity  decide  wJiui  umie  iliey  waul  io  um.-'/ 

Ituil  rahiJe  denta  Imve  yirtody  faltc-n  ihtmi^h  k-euuve  vjinecute  wiki  on  Li  "piupostd1 
route: 

Ifni  hiyh  iperd  rail  projeci,  thn)  some  refer  in  4s  ihe  Irani  m  nowhere,  jsj  prison 
stffltmc*  fnr  everv  roridmt  Mlopg  iu  paili.  It  will  destroy  everything  Hint  bronehi  ihflni  to 
n  plrftr  ihv\  Were  luvppv  to  call  home  and  ttjip  them  in*  propHrh  I  hey  tnnGrti  wll 

The  phone  book  is  in  fumed  with  nnornojm  iliai  would  He  riramin^st  ihe  mouih  ro  gm  n 
pi^.-;p  nf  .my  on  Cl  uHhw  r^Hiiep,  l.iijgaLion  uudsli)  the  .Stale  could  he  astronomic 

h  this  really  ibc  right  fhinp  for  California? 

How  modi  will  it  really  cos t7 
Wlio  renlly  has  to  pay  tot  ir 
Will  H  ovtit  ftffi  completed? 

WHO  WlM  ride  \l} 

How  miirh  will  lr  cm  fo  nde  it? 

Will  people  rcallY  sjivei  money  if  they  hayc  iu  rent  n  tar  al  tlicir  destination’/1 
Whot  is  Jndmkri  in  the  10  billion  do  I  kn  lirsrt  phase  pnec  tag? 

Whai  h  lire  included? 

Arc ihu  pecrpliiof  California  being  lead  into  a  financial  pis  that  they  wilt  never SMuipe 

Hium  ore  some  e&imJltfJi  that  ihe  high  speed  mil  will  lose  17U  million  dnltar?  n  ym  If  li 
ever  jzrthi  completed. 

<’o1  ifnni i n  in  my  home.  I  ojl  sibnuL  wtim  luappcns  to  my  home.. 

Willi  ihr  porcmml  lor  cost  overruns  und  mwapprujwi  acton  of  lundsh  LS  E 1 1 LS  UhAJ  A ,  V 
Tl  IE  Rir.HT  T  I  IJNf  i  I  f  >u  £  A I  Jl  <  >KNt  A7 

With  my  dOBfK&ft  effdet — 

Kelly  Ltthy 


J3141  Lialic  Avc. 

ALif.n,  CA^itO  -■ 

ini|wt\i.i7  •  rti b i  n  i .  l- ■  ■  J i  ■ 

P  S.  ricusc  iu!(]  mu"  lit  (hv  J'jjJiiidiik'-Hiiil^iik  rirjiliij^  IL.i 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


.  -^UW  Kt  Liftev 

D,It  i?  t*f 

. .  /ii  |:Nn  UWfcM  ‘r,"r*"m,: 

;>  jyyV-iY^  Oc/fji, 

rafeo^rvtc  ,“*,h 

”***<*&(  WtY 

ci"-  -•  ^T*,,,  cn 

WGUiLti  YOU  LIKE  TO  A  L  *  □>□  ED  TO  OUA  HAILING  U£T1*  ,/L^  j||  Fiji  i^lj, 
' :  X>l  li  Tlili  did  tai> I  luhllLlla  hi  LrniiiJ  IPI/MI  Ki  Jiftlrt  riaiU  n 


JLIArtWILH 


I'ALMUALI  TS  UUHHANH 
iruiuiHNH,  r  n  lov  apjl.1  i  i  \ 


■■  L  r  A  -G  E  |5  FT  1HI  INVIHPHM1NFAL  TREUI1  tN*t  TON  t-  n  t  fa  N  c  f  n  «ifi  with  A  mo  wculu  Lire  TO  ill  ADl»blt*tb  in  T*l  PhLMbAti  T( 
PUHIANK  NfifrJLCT  iEVEt  IN  VI 11 G-H  MC  NTAL  Of  C  UM  E  JrT .  PL  LA  IE  Ml  Af  f  PE  SI  Flit  Af  PbtlUiLS. 


Ib-Ojltffilf t  )}idiAL  f  >|  , ,  L  f 

i  t  i  -,j  .  «3t^4/A”  A- 


''  ^  V  ,  f  xmO'  /j(jy  mA 

|A^/  ,  J-f,  k>\  /cwi/L  iSW1  i/ 

,L,-J  Aa±/ 

.  ij/j 

—  M'tJ*  PKite  ,,/U-U  /y^r 

L'J  IIP,  T  OTlir  n  I  "IT  II  L'd  □  UL  II  V  □  17  L  IK  [  I  HE  Pflll  J  L  IT  L  L  VL  L  R  NlTJfi  □  Jl  MJ  hi  IAL  □  Lti.  LlA'ilL  Nf  14  Ail  ONE  iV? 

J*  i'  'LL  /v*«2  -i  Lit  iV,*  tiYt-tj  H  ■‘(ivi-H 

wl?  *  Ar  ^  j  A.  t  ^ 

;..;t  retd  Ai-  .  J  !■'■■-;  ,'Aw  ,t;  -tj  '.s,  % 

'■'/i  £>■»■*-  V*'4'kr'  /lr?  , 


AEPUIIIEINhL  LDMJHfeJV  t  VI 


_J  ...  -  j’ -4- ^  ■'' '  '  '  ■  ,  :  *./ 


THANK  YOU  fan  YdUA  PAKTIIl  P  A 1 1  OH  NH  Til  1 1  IM  P  OfltAEhY  Til0CEt$. 
r 1 1  ji m  ■■  uii uii  t mm  ri civi iyl.  r n v.m i  ‘r i  p  n n w>  x i  i j 1 1  \i  r.a  - 1  rj  l  a e.l  i  nn  m jli i  r nr,  r me  -n m ijiii  vi l a  i  u n hi. 

Y&IJ  MAY  1UIM4T  IT  *1*  TMXJE  TO:  pull*  If  dl*  h  ink  i  Ha.  fi.qity 

All  IMPING  COMHltTI  roh  TH1  PAIrM&ALi  TO  BU  KM  HU  P  P  0  Ji  £  T  WltZ\a*  UUIT  SE  S-UilfUrTTEp  I Y  AkH5.  i  t.  3  *  H 
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po  jsif  [Ejtyu  cq  inq-S|  epuuj  ed 

:iibw*3  *a 


21006  VO  'safaBuysoq 
Zts-t  liJOoij  'JSSJIS  Bpaiuisiv  4JJOISI  ooZ 
Ajuotiinviictd  paadfi-uGj|  i  ejujojinso 

sia/ae  n>A<n  ported 

uoiioas  wieqjng  oj  0|cpui|Gd  :udjiuejiv 
fejusmuojiALi^  jo  jojcojiq 
uj|L|Gno-|D|/4 


:&}uaUJmoo  jjuuqns  Eiseoid 
\noz  lie  rfq  pgqjjuiqns  aq  jsnuj 

uojpas  pafoJd  ijueqjng  01  sjepuffed 
am  JO]  siueujwtrj  fhiirioas  nijqnrj  ||y 


CALIFORNIA 

fidll  Authority 

7C0  North  Alameda  Street  Room  1-532 
Lo$  A  -ngclM*  CA  80012 


Mark  A  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Service 5 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  Worth  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  00012 


=iGO  t  2  n  J  |JJ 1 1 U 1 1 1 1 1  i  nJJ  'Jj 1 1 1 1  M||ty|h  W f  1 JJ 1 1 1 1 IJ' 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #427  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/30/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Kim 

Last  Name  :  Kimnjonk 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  outraged  that  this  has  even  come  this  far.  It  is  not  necessaiy  and  would 

be  a  huge  waste  of  tax  payers  dollars.  If  people  are  frustrated  with  a  ling 
communte  then  they  need  to  rethink  THEIR  living  situation  rather  than 
evacuate  hundreds  of  people  and  destroy.part  of  our  national  forest.  This  is  in 
no  way  environmentally  friendly  and  is  going  to  ruin  many  lives.  There  is  no 
positive  in  this  railway  being  built  with  the  need  to  tear  into  ones  home  and  a 
national  forest.  Clearly  this  plan  was  not  developed  by  anyone  living  in  this 
area  that  enjoys  nature  and  moved  her  to  be  away  from  the  crazy  hustle  and 
bustle  of  Los  Angeles.  Why  can't  a  line  be  created  on  the  existing  rail  lines  so 
as  to  not  cause  so  many  issues  for  so  many  people?? 

I  really  hope  and  pray  that  everyone  really  thinks  about  what  you  will  be  doing 
to  our  environment  and  the  people  within  it. 

Kim  Killian 
818.425.4147 

Sent  from  Samsung  Conquer™  4G 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 


00000 

818-425-4147 

kimnjonk@hotmail.com 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #696  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

9/4/2014 

9/3/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Laura 

King 


CA 

00000 

imix@earthlink.net 


:  Dear  Sirs, 


I  am  writing  to  convey  my  concerns  over  the  High  Speed  Rail  project,  more 
specifically,  the  route  plan  that  would  forever  negatively  impact  our  fine 
community  in  Santa  Clarita,  and  the  communities  of  Agua  Dulce  and  Acton. 

Of  the  three  routes  that  are  proposed  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank  the  two  that 
follow  the  14  freeway  are  extremely  undesirable  for  the  reasons  listed  below. 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 

6.  It  is  5  miles  from  the  San  Andreas  fault  line. 

7.  Concerns  of  Valley  Fever  retuning  due  to  soil  disturbance 

8.  Damage  to  property  owners  who  rely  on  underground  wells  for  their  water 
I  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment  following  the  14  Freeway 

Instead: 

1)  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  as  proposed  by  Supervisor  Michael  D. 
Antonovich 


2)  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the  above 
ground  alignment.  While  I  don't  like  this  option  it  will  be  less  invasive  to  our 
community,  churches,  schools,  children,  animals,  and  our  quiet,  way  of  life. 

To  confirm,  my  preference  is  the  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  as  proposed  by  Supervisor  Michael  D. 
Antonovich. 
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Submission  1348  (Laura  King,  September  3,  2014)  -  Continued 


Please,  please  consider  carefully  and  decide  responsibly  on  the  final  route. 
Laura  King 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #595  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kindra 

Kinyon 


Sunland 

CA 

00000 

kindrakinyon@yahoo.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


I  am  writing  in  protest  of  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section  of  the 
High  Speed  Rail. 

The  Angeles  National  Forest  is  a  sanctuary  for  humans  and  wildlife  alike. 
Construction  of  the  high  speed  rail  there  will  involve  a  large  amount  of 
blasting  which  will  destroy  the  delicate  ecology  of  this  tranquil  natural  refuge. 
Even  after  construction  is  completed,  the  Angeles  Forest  will  never  be  the 
same  with  trains  hurtling  through  at  200  mph. 

I  strongly  recommend  that  the  high  speed  rail  follow  the  existing  route  of  the 
14  and  5  freeways.  The  route  is  shorter,  is  more  accessible,  and  has  the 
necessary  infrastructure  already  in  place. 


Respectfully, 

Kindra  Kinyon 
Sunland,  CA 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #590  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Kindra 

Kinyon 


CA 

00000 

kindrakinyon@yahoo.com 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


I  am  against  changing  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  HSR  line  from  the  proposed 
corridor  to  the  alternative  corridor. 

The  alternative  corridor 

would  damage  one  of  the  last  rural  areas  available  to  Los  Angeles  residents. 
It  would  seriously  damage  the  pristine  beauty  of  the 
Angeles  National  Forest. 

The  14  and  5  Freeways  are  ready-made  venues  to  situate  this  project.  A 
bullet 

train  would  make  little  difference.  The  roads  and  infrastructure  are 
already  there,  the  traffic  is  already  there,  and  workers  and  equipment  would 
have  easy  access  to  the  project,  and  no  wild  animal  habitat  would  be 
disturbed. 

Please  keep  the  HSR  in  the 

proposed  corridor  and  do  not  move  it  to  the  alternative  corridor.  The 
alternative  corridor  would  terribly  damage  life  in  the  Sunland  and  Lake 
View  Terrace  communities. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Sincerely, 

Kindra  Kinyon 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #309  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Pending 

8/28/2014 

Yes 

8/28/2014 

Public  Meeting 

Public  Meeting  Participant 

Email 

Chris 

Kip 


CA 

93510 

clkip@sbcglobal.net 

No 

How  does  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  propose  to  compensate  the 
residents  of  Acton  for  the  damage  to  the  town's  character,  and  for  the  blight 
and  continual  disturbance  that  will  be  created  by  the  rail's  activities? 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90012 
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Mark  A.  M  dough  I  in 
Director  of  Environ  mental  Services 
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Submission  1354  (Ann  Kiuchi-DiPuccio,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #564  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Ann 

Last  Name  : 

Kiuchi-DiPuccio 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

PO  Box  11027 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Burbank 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Ann.Kiuchi@wmg.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

To  whom  it  may  concern: 

I  am  writing  to  voice  my  objection  to  Supervisor  Antonovich's  proposal  to 
route  the  Palmdale-to-Burbank  high-speed  railway  through  the  Alternative 
Corridor  beneath  the  Angeles  National  Forest. 

As  a  resident  of  one  of  the  potentially  affected  areas  of  the  construction 
(beautiful  Kagel  Canyon),  I  am  obviously  concerned.  However,  I  am  even 
more  distressed  that  our  government  officials  would  consider  endangering 
California's  woodland  and  wildlife  by  tunneling  under  the  Angeles  National 
Forest,  when  it  is  their  duty  to  protect  these  treasures.  Ironically,  the  US 
National  Forest  System  came  about  as  a  result  of  concerns  regarding  the 
San  Gabriel  Mountains. 

I  am  not  opposed  to  progress.  As  a  child  growing  up  in  South  Los  Angeles  in 
the  1960's,  I  remember  excitedly  attending  a  Rapid  Transit  District  exhibit  of 
what  seemed  like  science  fiction  inspired  plans  for  future  transportation  in  our 
city.  As  a  teenager  vacationing  in  Japan,  I  marveled  at  the  efficiency  of  their 
bullet  trains.  And  with  progress  still  in  mind,  I  am  surprised  that  you  would 
compromise  one  of  the  major  benefits  of  the  original  route  --  that  is,  to  service 
the  growing  number  of  commuters  in  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  and  its 
surrounding  communities. 

For  these  reasons,  I  ask  that  you  reject  Mr.  Antonovich's  proposal.  Thank 
you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Ann  Kiuchi 

PO  Box  1 1 027,  Burbank  CA  91 51 0 
Ann.kiuchi@wmg.com 
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Submission  1354  (Ann  Kiuchi-DiPuccio,  August  28,  2014)  -  Continued 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Supervisor  Michael  Antonovich 

Assemblyman  Raul  Bocanegra 

Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes 

Mayor  Gilbert  Garcetti 

Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1355  (Gail  Klein,  August  4,  2014) 
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Submission  1356  (Linda  Klein,  August  18,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #138  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/18/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Linda 

Klein 


CA 

00000 

818.795.7752 

LKIein6666@aol.com 


Please  add  my  voice  to  those  opposed  to  having  a  high  speed  rail  line 
installed  in  the  Hansen  Dam  horse  keeping  area  of  Lake  View  Terrace.  I  just 
received  a  face  book  posting  regarding  this  and  immediately  went  to  the  site 
to  register  my  disapproval.  There  are  very  few  areas  left  where  people  can 
safely  live  and  maintain  horses  and  enjoy  safe  ridding.  A  bullet  train  is 
not  needed,  there  are  other  means  of  rapid  transportation  up  North. 


Linda  Klein 
818  795-7752 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1357  (Rebecca  Klein,  Scientific  Cutting  Tools,  August  28,  2014) 


August  2%  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Submission  1357  (Rebecca  Klein,  Scientific  Cutting  Tools,  August  28,  2014) 
-  Continued 


SCIENTIFIC  CUTTING  TOOLS 

1 1 0  WEST  EASY  STREET  •  SIMI  VALLEY,  GA  93065 


MEET  US  ON  THE  WEB 

www. sct-usa.com 


SANTA  BARBARA 


28  AUG  2014 


T  08/28/2014 
Mailed  Fpm93Q€ 
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Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environ mental  Services 


Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
Cali  torn  I  a  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #742  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 
Add  to  Mailing  List : 


Pending 

9/8/2014 

No 

9/8/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Brian 

Kneier 


CA 

00000 

bekneier@yahoo.com 

818-631-0050 

No 


Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  My  wife  and  I  are  residents  of  La  Tuna  Canyon  and  we  strongly  oppose  the 

proposal  to  create  an  alternate  route  of  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  High  Speed 
Rail  Line  through  La  tuna  Canyon. 

We  own  three  properties  with  addresses  on  La  Tuna  Canyon  Road,  one  of 
them  our  beautiful  home  where  we  intend  to  spend  our  retirement  years  in  the 
semi-rural  setting  of  La  Tuna  Canyon. 


The  notion  of  using  the  open  space  of  The  Angeles  National  Forest  and  the 
horse  keeping  neighborhoods  of  Shadow  Hills  and  La  Tuna  Canyon  for  a  rail 
line  is  obscene.  At  the  very  least  this  plan  must  go  through  an  extensive 
Environmental  Impact  study,  after  which  it  will  be  obvious  that  this  is  an 
unreasonable 
proposal. 


To  Fast  Track  this  process  would  be  a  travesty. 


Please,  you  must  either  drop  this  alternative  route  or  subject  it  to  the  scrutiny 
it  deserves. 


Thank  You, 

Brian  Kneier  and  Kristyn  Goddard 

Board  Members,  La  Tuna  Canyon  Community  Association 


Brian  Kneier 

Paradise  Ranch  Pet  Resort 

bekneier@yahoo.com 

81 8-768-8708  (w)  81 8-631  -0050  (c) 

Website:  http://www.paradiseranch.net/ 

Facebook:  www.facebook.com/ParadiseRanchPetResort1 

Check  us  out  on  Yelp!  http://www.yelp.com/biz/paradise-ranch-sun-valley 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #229  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/24/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Fred 

Last  Name  : 

Kolbus 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

2715  Sand  Creek  Dr. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661.269.0354 

Email  : 

fjksand@earthlink.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  To  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority, 

Date:  8-23-2014 

(Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Scoping  Comment) 
From: 


Ferdinand  Kolbusz 
2715  Sand  Creek  Dr. 
Acton,  CA  93510 
Phone  #661-269-0354 


Email:  fjksand@earthlink.net 


List  of  Environmental  Issues  that  I  am  concerned  with  and  would  like  to  see 
addressed  in  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Level  Environmental 
Document: 

Concerning  Routes  SCN/SCS,  SR  14E,  SR14H,  and  Alternative  Corridor 
(New 

Study  Area) 

1.  The  Safety  of  all  students  in  Acton/Agua  Dulce  School  District  during 
construction  and  after  the  High  Speed  Rail  is  in  service  ? 

2.  The  Noise  Level  of  the  HSR  and  how  it  will  affect  the  safety  and  quality 
of  life  to  all  the  Private  Property  Owners  and  their  Families  that  live  in  a 
two  mile  radius  of  the  routes? 

3.  The  Dust  and  Fine  Particles  that  the  HSR  will  disrupt  when  it  passes 
through  all  communities  and  the  Health  and  Safety  concerns  to  all  the 
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Private  Property  Owners  and  their  Families  that  live  in  a  two  mile  radius  of 
the  routes? 

4.  Disruption  to  the  natural  water  flow  in  all  areas? 

5.  How  this  will  affect  already  established  Flood  Control  and  Flood  Plans 
Areas  in  all  Communities? 

6.  Water  Erosion  and  the  disruption  to  native  ground  and  how  that  will 
affect  the  safety  to  property  owners  and  their  families  and  their 
properties? 


Additional  Comments: 

I  am  against  the  proposed  Alignment  Routes  SCN/SCS,  SR14E,  and  SR14H. 
These 

routes  will  have  a  negative  impact  to  everybody  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  and 
Santa  Clarita.  Their  Health  and  Safety  will  be  affected  by  these  routes. 

I  support  Alternative  Corridor  that  Supervisor  Michael  Antonovich  supports. 
This  route  would  have  less  impact  to  everybody  in  Acton,  Agua  Dulce,  and 
Santa  Clarita. 

This  route  should  exit  near  Angeles  Forest  Hwy  between  Southern 
California  Edison  Vincent  Sub-Station  and  the  Vincent  Grade/  Acton  Metrolink 
Station  . 


Thank  You, 
Ferdinand  Kolbusz 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14,  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EfR/ElS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles.  CA  90012 
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Mark  A,  McLoughlin 
Director  oi  Environmental  Services 
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700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-552 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #697  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/4/2014 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

9/4/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Natasha 

Last  Name  : 

Kopp 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

9750  La  Canada  Way 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Natasha.Kopp@disney.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services, 

I  am  writing  to  you  about  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  project  proposal  for 
Palmdale  to  Burbank.  I  am  a  resident  of  the  Shadow  Hills  area  and  I  am  very 
concerned  about  the  changes  the  area  will  be  subject  to  if  the  project  comes 
through  our  neighborhood.  There  are  very  few  rural  areas  you  can  find  in  Los 
Angeles  that  are  also  within  20  minutes  of  downtown.  Shadow  Hills  and  Lake 
View  Terrace  are  two  of  those  special  pockets  where  you  can  escape  into 
nature  without  an  hour  drive.  I  love  when  I  have  friends  come  visit  me  at 
home  and  they  see  horses.  They  are  surprised  that  an  equestrian 
neighborhood  is  so  close  by.  It  is  a  peaceful  small  town  set  on  the  edge  of 
the  beautiful  Big  Tujunga  Canyon  wilderness.  Please  do  not  disturb  the 
gentle  nature  of  this  area.  It  is  precious. 

Please  consider  the  alternate  choices  for  the  high  speed  rail  path.  It  makes 
perfect  sense  to  me  to  have  the  train  go  right  down  the  14  freeway.  It  is  an 
established  corridor.  The  train  could  be  elevated  or  tunneled  under  the 
freeway.  It  would  not  harm  property  values  or  threaten  homes.  Please 
consider  the  pending  destruction  of  our  community  if  the  rail  project  invades 
our  neighborhood.  Please  also  consider  the  how  the  flora  and  fauna  would 
be  disturbed.  Their  homes  are  at  stake  as  well. 

I  have  grown  up  in  the  Sunland  area  and  know  that  Mother  Nature  has 
unleashed  her  fury  in  the  past.  The  area  is  subject  to  flooding,  fire  and 
earthquakes.  Please  do  your  research  on  the  natural  disaster  history.  I  don't 
think  it  is  the  safest  region  for  underground  transportation. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Natasha  Kopp 

9750  La  Canada  Way 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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How  will  travel  balwuen  homos,  businesses,  schools  and  smeigency  responses  be  insured? 


whj.1  ui nt*  mmiBrauMPuim  n£  matter  uwfiW»W""HlM  wicuAlUPfTe  mewihV 

Noise  and  vibrations  during  construction  and  use  will  promote  anxiety  lor  students  interruptions  and 
those  sensitive  some  booms  just  as  when  this  canyon  was  used  as  a  training  exerttSO  tor  low  flying 
jots  In  the  1950s.  Livestock  even  died.  The  mountains  create  on  echo  chamlipi 
How  will  Native  American  relita  and  burial  sites  be  protected? 

Regional  growth  will  destroy  our  rural  community.  The  cumulative  impacts  am  unknown. 

Will  security  be  needed  like  at  the  airports?  n 


ADDrTaNMtttMW*i* 

I  efs  "puli  lltt  plug"  cm  gavemmental/poMHcal  overspending  This  money  could  PC  Better  -spflnt 
Improving  cities  infrastructures,  such  as  water  mains  or  desalinteatbn  plants. 


fhijkymj  »k  thig  nM"*  mUQn  ittmti  iumcrw mxOA 

PIUH  StfMPT  TOUR  KlBFtNfl  COMWUHTftBMi  AT  TAIIll  dB  MAIL  TH?S~f|?  AUlMfUED 

tLjLi  MAY  ALAO 1UHHT  n  Vlh  l van  m  mhmiHr  Liwhg’-t*. h1 1  rtf  to  an 
AiL  KQ91HQ  tWMM  teTi  ran  1W  MLWHU  in  W*t*K*  PWta  flCTIQH  MUST  PC  uiiimi a  EFb  W  AUG.  11. 1DW 


•trier  by  Certified  wall  w>r 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Prjimzinfr  jo  flurtwrik  SccfrPfl 

Srfpllfl^r  l  nmmwil  Cum 


*****  John  Kraopta  ^tc  August  12,2014 

Aden  Acton  Resident  tof  4U 

*H?ms  31440  N  Nettie  RD  box,  14  Jandkkra[:kH@yahDQ.r.Qm  PH0Nf  661-269-02&Q 

nm  Acbopi  California  ^  93510 


SWOUW  TTBJJJ  W  Bf  W0IQT&  DUfl  HmiNfl  UTR"  ift«h  j.i  Uur  jpuvl 
*WOff  ThJn.4iT^ii  nJW  toi  Jijprnfll  TCqi.n'  tn  i««wc  HjaI  Hftfeft- 


Stl^BAiiK  m  LtR  AHCCLfli 


PRiW  i*fu£*  IWYMIMl  CGHHPWIG  WITH  ft  NO  'Anil;  n  liflDV/idOAtSSEH  in  tmc^lHD^II  TOpUfilAKl!  Hfi3ttn 

iEVri  # hrwiiinn Mr N rat WJLU .  WML  Dl  AS  WEdHC AJ  BDilllLA. 

1  Mosi  people  moved  to  Acton  to*  the  rural  area  so  they  could  enjoy  peace  and  q wet  and  have 
animals  The  noise  and  vibration  will  bo  extremely  bad  lor  thu  animals  and  iiurnans. 

2  M  you  move  down  towards  tho  Santa  Clara  river  mua  you  will  daslmy  our  underground  w~dLer 
reservoir  which  all  aF  I  ha  wbM  in  I  he  immediate  Town  area  are  in 

3,  How  will  Ihe  security  bn  hnndted?  Like  at  the  airport? 


WHAT  QiH|A  WlilUlU  TLKTUU  CHI  HRC1IUT  LfVFI  TilUiRf»r¥C'hTAL  SH^UfMtNT  TO  ADDAE  tt? 

1 .  F  have  worked  in  Ihe  L  A  area  all  my  lire  and  to  this  date  you  have  bean  unable  lo  get  3  right  of 
way  Through  Pasadena  for  the  710  Freeway,  what  make?  you  Ihink  you  will  be  able  to  gel  a  right  of 
way  through  Glendale,  Burbank  end  the  rest  of  the  area  to  Union  station? 

7  Ail  this  build  train  is  going  to  do  is  disrupt  and  inconvenience  citizens  elJ  along  ihe  right  of  way 
We  have  all  made  it  clear  we  don't  went  if  or  need  rl  and  again  nur  politcions  have  itinuretl  the 
people  they  are  suppose  to  represent,  (as  usual) 


Anorrorwii  rOMMirm 

I  thmk  the  thrrig  dial  makes  me  the  maddest  Is  the  fact  that  we  now  have  (axes  so  high  that 
business  arid  people  are  moving  out  and  (hie  train  will  be  o  additional  dram  needing  more  laKOs  lo 
pay  for  the  train  because  you  know  il  wont  support  it's  self  no  retire  than  the  metro  rail  bos.  who  is 
going  to  be  here  to  pay  foi  rt?  I  he  bullet  tram  ts  no  more  than  Jerry  Browns  ego  and  away  to  pay 
Nw  rfnoip^  off  I 

Tl  IAN*  If m  K?B  TfllU*  MAtlCIPA  h-Ci rt  *  Tni*  lUiiM  c^i  pn[H  ES> 

******  yjiHmi  ™unu:ewiwg(?omm««T  P«M  AT  THE  UGH  IN  TABLE  OR  IfJUU  this  FflE-ODmirQ  njnu 
"~*f  n  VIA  £M Aft  TO.  P*\™t4lr  bwtenfrgtw.M  ^ 

A*i.KWi*itcaMMa*ffSK£™  ihf PAiRMuir  rntmtHinwimmci  ^cne*  must  m suiMinpp  iwaim*,  n.  is**. 

h.'tinl  by  Certiffad  M*il  tc 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #547  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Melissa 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Kramer 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

00000 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

crimgal@gmail.com 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Here's  my  point  of  view: 

The  folks  of  Santa  Clarita  are  complaining  about  the  original  HSR  route 
because  much  of  the  train  will  be  following  the  5  and  the  14,  their  area. 
The  people  of  Santa  Clarita  have  spoken  their  disapproval,  but  so  will  1  of 
the  *alternate  route*. 

1  live  in  Sunland  and  1  think  the  idea  of  tunneling  through  a  heavily 
forested  area  defies  logic.  There  HAS  to  be  a  very  large  environmental 
impact  from  tunneling.  The  engineering  it  would  take  to  do  such  tunneling 
in  liquifaction  areas  and  in  areas  of  threatened  flora  and  fauna  of  the  San 
Gabriels  has  to  be  extremely  costly. 

Rather  than  going  for  the  path  of  least  resistance  (example:  the  residents 
of  far  less  populated  Sunland,  Tujunga,  Shadow  Hills,  Sun  Valley)  go  with 
the  structure  that's  already  planned.  Why  go  back  the  chalk  board  because 
Santa  Clarita  disapproves?  I  think  the  folks  of  the  HSR  need  to  tell  Santa 
Clarita  that  change  happens.  And  whether  Santa  Clarita  likes  it  or  not, 
the  original  HSR  line  makes  the  most  sense. 

I  absolutely  disapprove  the  alternate  route  of  the  Burbank  to  Palmdale  HSRL. 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #431  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/30/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Pat 

Last  Name  : 

Kramer 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

10853  Parr  Ave 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sunland 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

patkramerwrites@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mark: 

I  would  like  to  express  my  disfavor  for  the  construction  of  a  high  speed  train 
from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  extending  through  our  beautiful  Angeles  National 
Forest.  I  live  in  Sunland  and  moved  here  20  years  ago  to  be  free  of  the  noise 
of  the  City  of  L.A.  I  enjoy  the  calmness  of  the  forest  and  know  that  it  would  be 
a  grave  mistake  to  construct  train  tracks  through  our  forest. 

The  Angeles  National  Forest  is  a  wild  and  rustic  area  with  many  wild  animal 
habitats,  including  mountain  lions,  bobcats,  foxes  and  black  bear.  Any 
construction  would  disrupt  their  habitats  and  force  them  down  into  areas  with 
people  live,  which  would  ultimately  end  with  their  being  shot. 

I  am  asking  you  to  please  consider  another  route  instead  of  the  present  one 
proposed  through  areas  of  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  I  can't  tell  you  how 
outraged  my  community  is  by  this  proposal.  It  is  one  we  all  are  opposed  to 
and  feel  it  would  bring  down  property  values  and  urbanize  an  area  that  should 
be  undisturbed. 

I  appreciate  your  asking  for  input  but  please,  take  it  from  one  who  has  seen 
the  destruction  of  wildlife  in  the  past  -  this  would  not  be  a  good  thing. 

Sincerely, 

Pat  Kramer 


10853  Parr  Ave. 

Sunland,  CA  91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #388  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Ulrich 

Last  Name  : 

Krieger 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

33358  Hubbard  Rd. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

661-268-1745 

Email  : 

ukrieger@calarts.edu 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

To  whom  it  may  concern, 

*1  strongly  object  to  the  construction  of  any  section  that  leads  through 
Acton,  California.  * 


ROUTE 

*  The  route  Burbank  to  Palmdale  is  not  according  to  the  original 
proposition  and  I  oppose  it. 

*  The  route  should  be  Los  Angeles  -  San  Francisco  on  a  direct  line, 
parallel  to  the  freeway  5,  using  existing  infrastructure. 

*  I  accept  the  alternative  corridor  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountain, 
but  only  if  the  whole  section  leads  underground,  with  exactly  one 
entry  point  and  one  exit  point. 

*  We  need  a  clarification  for  the  planned  underground  routes  if  there 
is  any  vibration  impact. 


PROPERTY  VALUE 

*  You  cannot  divide  Acton  by  the  High  Speed  Rail  on  stilts.  It  ruins 
its  rural  character  and  life-style  and  destroys  property  values  as 
seen  in  the  past  in  similar  projects. 

*  We  demand  a  plan  how  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  wants  to 
compensate  the  loss  of  property  value  we  are  facing. 


WELLS  and  WATER 

*  Negative  impact  on  the  complete  underground  water  systems  and  wells 
Wells  will  be  running  dry,  that  means: 

*  We  need  a  specific  process  definition  and  financial  compensation 
plan  for  wells,  right  now.  When  the  decision  is  made  it  will  be  too 
late  for  Acton  residents  to  take  proper  precautions/measures.  That 
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means  we  need  to  know  how  you  will  decide  that  a  well  ran  dry 
because  of  the  High  Speed  Rail. 

*  Drilling  new  wells  is  not  an  option  because  once  the  water  system  is 
disrupted,  there  will  be  no  more  water. 

*  Putting  everybody  on  public  water  is  very  expensive  and  is  not  what 
Acton  residents  want. 

*  I  strongly  oppose  to  start  this  project  in  Southern  California  as 
long  as  we  are  in  this  severe  drought. 


NOISE 

*  The  noise  pollution  will  be  unacceptable.  People  live  here  because 
they  want  a  quiet  environment. 

*  We  want  to  know  exact  noise  levels  of  passing  trains  including  the 
peaks,  no  average  numbers. 

*  Noise  impact  on  schools,  classroom  teaching  and  concentration  will 
be  disrupted  several  times  an  hour. 

*  Since  Acton  is  surrounded  by  mountains,  there  is  a  chance  that  the 
reflection  noise  level  will  be  considerably  higher  than  the  average 
decibel  numbers  we  got  so  far. 


DIESEL 

*  The  use  of  Diesel  locomotives  for  the  first  couple  of  years  is 
absolutely,  completely  unacceptable.  It  is  against  the  original 
proposition  and  it  is  an  environmental  disaster.  The  required  speeds 
will  not  be  reached.  We  all  know,  that  once  new  Diesel  trains  are  in 
place,  this  solution  will  stay  forever.  We  do  not  want  that. 


WILDLIFE 

*  The  High  Speed  rail  needs  to  be  constructed  in  a  way,  that  all 
earthbound  wildlife  have  an  opportunity  to  pass  the  rail  line. 


LIGHT  POLLUTION 

*  Acton  has  an  outdoor  light  pollution  ordinance.  Will  the  High  Speed 
rail  abide  by  these  standards? 

*  Will  the  route  be  lit  during  the  night? 

*  How  bright  are  the  lights  of  the  passing  trains? 

*  Acton  residents  want  to  keep  the  nights  dark. 


Sincerely, 

Ulrich  Krieger 
33358  Hubbard  Rd. 
Acton,  CA  93510 
661-268-1745 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #555  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Patti 

Kruszewski 


NA 

(818)815-3124 
pkrus@twcaviation  .com 


No 

This  proposed  alternate  route  is  crazy.  The  Palmdale  to  Burbank's  portion  of 
the  California  High-Speed  rail  project  going  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountain 
does  not  make  any  sense.  It's  dangerous  and  unsafe  and  not  well  thought 
out.  Not  only  is  the  proposed  area  an  active  earthquake  zone  it's  also  a  flood 
zone.  Please  think  ahead  to  prevent  such  a  disaster  from  happening. 


This  area  is  a  resource  to  tens  of  thousands  LA  residents  who  come  to  enjoy 

healthy  recreational  activities  such  as  hiking,  biking,  and  horseback  riding . 

Again,  please  think  ahead  to  prevent  such  a  tragedy  from  happening! 


Best  Regards, 

Patti  Kruszewski 

Maintenance 

(818)815-3124 

(818)  574-6042  Fax 

pkrus@twcaviation  .com 

Soaring  Beyond  Your  Expectations 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #117  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/18/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Lisa 

Kuipers 


CA 

00000 

661-810-0523 

lkmeddetective@rglobal.net 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 


We  live  behind  Lake  Palmdale  at  821  Sierra  Hills  Ln.  A  bullet  train's  noise 
and  vibration,  specifically,  would  ruin  the  rural  area  we  love  and  enjoy.  We 
in  South  Palmdale  feel  exactly  like  the  poor  Acton  people  do. 


Personally,  being  bought  out  is  far  superior  to  living  with  the  train.  I 
know  your  job  is  tough.  We  sure  hope  the  alternative  route  works. 

Respectfully,  Lisa  Kuipers  RN 
The  Medical  Detective 
Lkmeddetective@rglobal.net 
661  810  0523 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Submission  1372  (Arthur  Kutcher,  August  29,  2014) 
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Submission  1373  (Shelly  La  Bansat,  August  31,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #376  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Shelly 

Last  Name  : 

La  Bansat 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11280  Sheldon  St 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Sun  Valley 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91352 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

girljesus@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Hello,  1  am  writing  you  regarding  the  new  high  speed  rail  project  "Study 

Area"  proposed  for:  Shadow  Hills,  Sun  Valley,  Tujunga,  Hansen  Dam  sights 

I  am  a  resident  of  Sun  Valley/Shadow  Hills  and  have  found  it  to  embody  one 
of  the  last  equestrian  communities  as  well  as;  an  environment  for  bicycle 
enthusiasts,  nature  trails  and  wildlife  that  holds  a  gentle  and  majestic 
beauty.  I  find  it  terrible  irresponsible  and  unimaginably  destructive  to 
consider  defacing  this  area  with  the  vague  and  nondescript  plan  that 
appears  to  put  our  lives  and  lifestyles  in  danger.  I  find  it  unconscionable 
to  even  consider  this  area  as  a  sight  for  High  Speed  rail;  the  damage  to  a 
community  and  wild  lands  would  be  unforgivable.  I  beg  you  to  find  an 
unloved  area  that  is  used  for  industry  rather  than  our  beloved  area  that  we 
utilize  and  care  for,  preserve  and  fight  to  keep  for  the  future. 

I  believe  the  economic  impact  of  developing  this  area  would  be  extremely 
unfeasible,  Property  values  would  be  destroyed,  the  scenic  beauty  of  this 
area  would  be  scarred,  all  that  we  cherish  would  be  in  jeopardy.  Wildlife 
could  face  peril  and  death,  our  equestrian  serenity  would  explode  with  the 
shocking  sounds  and  dangers  of  the  high-speed  rail.  Trails  and  our  American 
heritage  would  suffer  irreparably;  many  lives  would  be  impacted  negatively 
and  unjustly. 

Please  do  not  consider  this  area  for  High  Speed  Rail  in  the  future. 


Shelly  La  Bansat 

1 1 280  Sheldon  St  Sun  Valley  Ca  91 352 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1374  (Florance  Lacore,  September  2,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #413  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Florance 

Last  Name  : 

Lacore 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

26866  Sand  Canyon  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  County 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

florence@family-lacore.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Palmdale  -  Burbank 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 

Please  know  that  my  family  and  I  are  strongly  opposed  to  this  project. 
PLEASE: 

Support  The  preferred  alignment  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor 
Antonovich). 

We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1 .  Much  too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school 
children  in  danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the 
classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods,  reducing 
property 

values  and  raping  people  of  retirement  equity. 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita..  Again  quality  of  life  issues  and  property  values 
deminished 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita.  Same  issues  as  above 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community  which  would  help  bring 
back  the  property  values  that  have  already  been  affected  by  the  last 
economic  downturn. 

Best  regards, 

Florence  Lacore 

26866  Sand  Canyon  Rd. 

Canyon  Country,  CA  91387 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1375  (Don  Laird,  August  12,  2014) 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environ  mania!  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  level  EIR/£IS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA9Q012 
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Submission  1376  (Steve  &  Linda  Lambourne,  August  21,  2014) 

|  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #200  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/21/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Steve  &  Linda 

Last  Name  : 

Lambourne 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

00000 

Email  : 

stevelambourne@netzero.net 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin, 

As  residents  in  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  for  36  years,  my  family  is  concerned 
for  the  well  being  of  our  community  and  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment 
for  the  following  reasons: 

A.  Located  dangerously  close  to  two  schools,  subjecting  over  1000 
elementary  school  children  to  potential  accidents  and  excessive  noise, 
causing  distraction  in  the  classroom. 

B.  Eliminates  a  community  church. 

C.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods. 

D.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 

E.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 

F.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community. 

The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 

Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together. 

Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  the 
tunnel  extension  alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community 
damage  than  the  above  ground  alignment. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration  in  this  matter. 

Best  Regards, 

Steve  and  Linda  Lambourne 

Want  to  place  your  ad  here? 

CALIFORNIA 
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Submission  1376  (Steve  &  Linda  Lambourne,  August  21,  2014)  -  Continued 


Advertise  on  United  Online 

http://thirdpartyoffers.netzero.net/TGL3241/53f682d5ef0562d52f65st03vuc 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  SR  14 
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Submission  1377  (Jennifer  Lamm,  The  Loan  Gallery/RCI  Funding  Office,  August 
21,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #211  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/21/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Jennifer 

Lamm 

Personal  Loan  Consultant 

The  Loan  Gallery/RCI  Funding  Office 

500  N.  Brand  Blvd, 

#1940 

Glendale 

CA 

91203 

818/552-4599 

jenniferlamm@yahoo.com 

818.281.0069 


The  meeting  on  the  14th  of  August  at  the  Hansen  Dam  Recreational  Center 
was  an  eye  opener  and  interesting,  to  say  the  least. 


It  was  very  interesting  to  note  how  excited  the  lady  was  doing  the  presenting 
about  the  big  "plans"  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  has  to  connect 
Palmdale  and  Los  Angeles.  She  never  once  asked  any  questions,  just  kept 
going  on  and  on  about  the  big  "agenda"....  sounded  to  me  like  Railroading  at 
it's  best.  How  sad  she  never  took  a  survey,  "with  a  show  of  hands,  how 
many  people  in  this  room  use  or  will  use  or  have  used  a  train?"  that  is  a 
survey  I  would  have  liked  to  see  from  my  neighbors,  the  equestrians,  that  live 
in  Shadow  Hills,  California  and  are  a  part  of  the  largest  wildlife  roadway  in 

Southern  California . progress  needs  to  come  I  suppose  in  spite  of  the  fact 

that  progress  is  just  what  we  citizens  of  Shadow  Hills  and  the  Lakeview 
Terrace,  Hansen  Dam  Area,  and  adjoining  parts  are  trying  to  avoid.  Please 
understand  that  when  I  purchased  here,  and  began  paying  property  taxes  of 
a  hefty  sum,  it  was  to  be  in  an  area  of  less 

combustion,  not  more.  For  this  simple  fact,  I  feel  that  you  are  violating  my 
rights  as  a  tax  payer  to  peace  and  tranquility  in  your  endeavor  to  put  a  high 
speed  train  through  the  hills  of  Los  Angeles  National  Forest.  In  fact,  quite 
frankly,  I  can't  think  of  anything  worse.  Since  your  presenter  didn't  ASK  me 
what  I  thought  or  my  neighbors  but  merely  invited  us  to  listen  to  the  agenda  of 
the  agency  that  builds  railroads,  I  trust  that  you  will  duly  note  that  your  entire 
presentation  is  a  sham.  A  smoke  and  mirrors  attempt  at  pretending  that  you 
really  asked  us  what  we  thought...  Do  the  least  amount  of  damage  that  you 
can  or  don't  build  it  at  all  would  be  my  preference.  I  personally  have  no 
reason  to  take  a  train  to  Palmdale  so  why  should  I  have  to  deal  with  it.,  you 
built  a  free  way  to  Palmdale  already.,  leave  things  well  enough  alone... 
Railroads  are  an  exciting  thing  of  the  past,  and  an  exciting  part  of  the  future, 
but  you  can  do  better  than 

bulldozing  the  forest  where  we  ride  our  horses...  that  is  why  we  moved  here 

and  pay  taxes . otherwise,  knock  yourselves  out.,  build  somewhere  where 

they  don't  care  about  that . 
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It  is  my  purpose  that  you  will  be  so  ecstatically  happy  with  the  help  I  give  you 
that  you  will  gladly  introduce  me  to  someone  you  care  about  that  also  needs 
my  help.  Maybe  this  will  be  a  friend,  family  member,  or  neighbor  Please, 
don't  keep  me  a  secret!! 

Jennifer  Lamm,  Personal  Loan  Consultant 
The  Loan  Gallery/RCI  Funding 
Office  Phone:  818/552-4599 
Office  Fax:  818/552-5154  or  818-649-3743 
Mobile  Iphone:  818-281-0069 
500  N.  Brand  Blvd,  #1940,  Glendale,  CA  91203 
Jenniferlamm@yahoo.com 
Dre#  01031558 
NMLS#  357805 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 


CALIFORNIA  flf  TijirisptTrliitofi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-786 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1378  (Vinton  Lampton,  August  25,  2014) 


Palmdnfg  to  Butiwnk  rr 

iicwwcr  Cowmen  top 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

t>  iff  t  U  F IUA I  l£lN 

ymt  W**F**i  ^  ‘TSm.  *** 


iMf  PPW3  LOCATlQk 


fill  Eli 


'JPjics 


ET^tE: 


4  CA 


PHUHt 

OP- 


wnui-n  *0U  UiCE  TO  Hi  4BDLP T b  EKJh  «y«Al  l  lb(S  I L41  I-  Hh.  *  ,  *  k  ,*e  JCr  , 
1  NT^T"!-  ,‘|[y  -  rv,  ILQYlftliii  'll  '.ii-iihI  ■t-liiin.i  lx>  i|i|j*i  PiNrr* ' 


A 


iFATriWtPL  /  PJUHt)ALf  TO  BiflRUw 
HUP^AHK  H&LBJlWELEI 


T m  J =EE  fT1^ p^' 1  r"  "5«  ~ 


v-*'  ■”'-**«  TlLj 

Zp^rT; 


tf/*7g  y^f  St/# ,  r  rf 


fJtfTj, tl  m 


WHAT  othEMWUM  WOULfl  UKf  Til*’ <  I  1 1  vi  I  ^  wiHQ^^EhTTAL  &OEUMF  ttff  tn  ^  ^ 

*  f  *****  J*S 

4V  °<S  $-/*  '/*tutffX  S**  >?  X 

e/f#*  s- 


,  tM  „,/s,  r*  /?#•*'  **•* 

^nniTTrtniimwtm  /  rf1  .  j  -^j- 

-PS 9  jZ+7  j/*A'f  er  T&4f*/ r  M>4-  R  ,  /r')V  Z**'  C 

3p  tft+jped  *F ■  &J/A*  **■  of  &+/£***  sw#***  iTjts  &g.€f 

7-.  s,U'*T  '"  *s-*r“-y 


no,U*  Vflir  .Ffl-R  TiJun  »*m  i  ir  <Kf  1  ion  in  T h\5.  IMpCGT  AfcT  rMl&G  v, 
n  l-W  WnM'TT  rmiH  SCD*iN0i  COMMENT  PtffffMA*  UtL  UCH-TiJ  TAWIT  Jft  M*ll  Thlt  wi  .vmvlHED  FOIIM 
TOUMA>  AbUlUHbwn  miMi*  ItJ'p^IrHili  ■mftar*«nrJuJp. 

4wl  ILUM^r.  i  K.H  THE  PMMOflil  fOBUnOAhh  NnWCT  SErT^S  WiJIT  fr[  StJHMRTFu  (It  4,1  «4  JJ,  »t4 

jentt  by  M,>|l  ki 


CALIFORNIA  A  ur  TijgHpprtJiiKm 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority  mm'mw'1 


PAGE  F.6-787 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1378  (Vinton  Lampton,  August  25,  2014) 


3 

4— 

111 


> 

e 

8 

n 

tu 

#-* 

r+ 

ID 

5 

o 

Oj 

2 

Q 

3" 

o' 

nt 

3 

3 

HI 

s 
®  ■ 

a 

Q 

m 

H 

U1 

CE* 

> 

cu' 

X 

5 

5 

s 

TLK 

Dt 

-J 

3 

n 

DQ 

=T 

.1 

ft  £ 

3 

> 

*1 

r" 

i  i  tfl 


n 

:& 

ID 

O 

O 

M 

W 


41  -q  4 

»  s  s 

5  »  | 

uj 


ID 


c  « 

rr 
zr 

O 
3 

3 


i/* 

ill 

n 


2 
-J  n 

I  f 

|  2 

JP  5 

3 

n 

ft 


a 


* 


CALIFORNIA  of  T^irisptTrliitjOfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-788 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1379  (Tana  Lampton,  August  25,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

•i 


MmiFteUKATimt; 


Pulmtitifo  to  fif ttrbiwk  Stctitrti 
ij-n.mrN7  Corpse Jif  Cwd 


20-fKf 


j-ffJ  J  4 

Sl&fJ  * 

■  f-  >  i 

t[f>.  fTffffc  iJH  ^ 


WOULD  TOO  UKE  t^]  pl  ADDCEi  TO  QUF  MfULAtl  LETT?-  iCr*:*  *  ■  ■  -i  ,  i 
'  'JlV :  r  i>*’i  xjdi^  Jini!  ■.■hi'.ri  jif  i hr  ln.'ri*i  ine^rsf  in  ■  .-•  e h> I v 1  '<  i“kJ.T,i.-r>i 


SWTOiUl  ^ftLTOfll  F*n9|Wp^lVf: 

Mirant  ^  FEUOS  AhfGELEL 


*U  AJl  U»T  1 M  E  WlRONME^Al  ltfUE3  '  HAT  T*JU  Ml  CmU  j*f[D  Wll  H  AftO  WGuiU  I  ■  f  to  EE  F  41 JOH I  V.i  u  IN  I  PI  P*| MliVLf  TO  HUflEiAMK  ^OJl  LI 
I  CULL  fWviRa^ME'flllL  KKUMENT.  UFAil  HI  ASlUiCiFl^  PWBlL 


*  JW  hwhJmw  fH/pt&ttrPefrF  &&&0 

J’f^r  >7*^' *>»><*  nm*nner.  pf-t  t.ua 

>  LLLzJt  U>]t£  tf-e&fZ,  /hfJp  bl'-  /MVfter&P  pty  U&flXtit&J?  l* 

W&PA7*0&  ~  fc&f  &&PO  #&£$■  Tjf  t 

VP-PfP&p -PfZaJ&T  J  &F  £ 


tVi'*i  If  Mil  ip  isy  Jti  VitJULP  TEMFTin  THE  ^nOirrT  L£¥Ie  ™vl*g*MJMTAL  D-OeutftNI  TGAaflflEim 

THE  pf\S£#St  -  -&&%:■  t&Ffetpffce 

CtmrZC'X  IMS.  Cfti)  4&-  WAX?  MXiTH  7W&  W&&ZL  Sf&z&fls 

ArPi-tE^  fiMfc 

faftkT/u  rnz  w^p  vBf-^  -mw  pees- 

~ro  wtu/f&i  £biLp&&u  f  j /up  £jjp&izs  / 


iiiuiiuui  iiwmiwv  AlPfaE. 

vf  Prf  ?v£  rfror  /to  tfhb  &  m&a  -pd±t£ 

Tp£  ftyrt&US  ^FElEPwAt?  {jl££?va  sc  WLE&  &U)A  ?  * 

M&ff  m&li&L.  12£U-  rii~n-A^  hppt  j  y&d'p'&^Bh 

& y  ^cr , IaA?® $ islc-Kt  -f2tpu:f£  -  xL£AjSj &>  ~3ll  —  Tbf  Frt-> 

>ihank  rlNJ  i ■  ih  riiuii  p  burn  n aJi i  ■«.!■+ 1 "J  pm>>  im^sm i av i  ijc?lk£55 


mwr  miHp#M  TLjUn  n  ui'iHii,  s  uw  Mr  n  (  pmk;m  ^nm  :jn,j|.-N  mu,  <ih5  *%i  r^n-reE1iSi& HQ-lllM 

lOU  UAI  4I.^£U|UM1  II  vi*  |  WAN  w 

+  "  BJL  i*“i < I'lFi  p £ DMM F NT%  kin  IMF  P-AbMLiAl  i  pii  |lh,iji*k>  i^n-I^LT  \El"*  -On  Mum  im  mjfUJ"  ' | j- IT MlQ.  U  ^u,* 

F-timutr  POFth  tp  wHJ-rmie  Tf/tui  t  hal 


Send  by  L ►*nl|  w  iVl.^l  tn 


jtfpd  -VVv>/c^tf 


■pMJ  WTJ<5  ffiftTi-  Afayf 


CALIFORNIA  f%  ur  T^irisptTrliitj{i,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-789 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1379  (Tana  Lampton,  August  25,  2014) 


3 

4— 

111 


> 

e 

8 

n 

tu 

#-* 

r+ 

ID 

5 

o 

Oj 

2 

Q 

3" 

o' 

nt 

3 

3 

HI 

s 
®  ■ 

a 

Q 

m 

H 

U1 

CE* 

> 

cu' 

X 

5 

5 

s 

TLK 

Dt 

-J 

3 

n 

DQ 

=T 

.1 

ft  £ 

3 

> 

*1 

r" 

i  i  tfl 


n 

:& 

ID 

O 

O 

M 

W 


41  -q  4 

»  s  s 

5  »  | 

uj 


ID 


c  « 

rr 
zr 

O 
3 

3 


i/* 

ill 

n 


2 
-J  n 

I  f 

|  2 

JP  5 

3 

n 

ft 


a 


* 

x 


CALIFORNIA  of  T^irisptTrliitjOfi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-790 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1380  (Sammy  Larsen,  August  28,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Cord 


***** 

MEt tint.  iuCM'QH  JUFHLIAmhh 

foaf  (i.J 

q rT '■  wl/nw q  i1M-  Cy)  9y  *>  ¥  u 

WO'UlO  like  ld*C  ACl&f QT©  C|tR  MAILING  ilSTP*  (Check  all  chat  apply)  ATATEWIDE 

"NO  l  F:  'l  i:i>,  doe*  not  substitute  For  formal  request  to  receive  legal  notices. 


r 


4*  cut  MCI  Alt  IfTKiUNK 

■  IIHfANITTO  LOS  4«0[UI 


•ME*!!  LIST  im  iWVlhPNMrHl  Ai  IliVf  I  :ha1  .■ !  I  API  E  MM  L’  .ViTN  A  HO  *  04ii  b  LIKC  IQ  IE  I  ADD  H  ESI  ED  1'itrtl  PAlMDiLC  TO 

EuifANi!  P  B'Q  I E  r  I'  LtVlL  IhVllfiHMINTM  COCUMENT.  PLiiASt  IE  Hi  SPECIF  Hi  AS  PDitllLt. 


T  H  &  J  U  Sib  A  irJ  ^  rt  h  i*  L  A  h  ii  u  .  c  Ti  ft  a  f  f5 

■p-i— t  ^  \  ^ 

'w  '*  —7  p*  4+fx. 

,1ij; 


A  £^|'U 

u*v  -HL  H*  5  l-c  .  s  -+-  j  c-  h  r_ 

^  c^-4  .C  |  T/h, 

■ '--f  -H-v  GL-^ii- 


£ 


:  '  . 


t«  »  r?v*(  |  n«>  4 .  ■!  -  ,:  l  £■  If:  ..4*1  T  h  |  -  >:  iECT  J.IHL  MUHC^MiTfAL  DOfUiifirt  to  igb*Ef»1 


TIKI 


fi*/  f*  t'M*  ^ 

JL-*-  TTv^la. 


4JL4  H  *  A  L' 


ADD4Fio*tat  cewtitT 


h  K  tOU  FOR  rOuA  PART  I C I P  AT  EON  IN  T  H I S  I  MPORTA'Nt  PIOOll. 

FLfll?  SUBMIT  you  A  SCOPING  t-QMMENT  FORM  AT  TUI  SI  JIM -PIN  T  A*U  OP  MAH  I  HI  "V  F  H  r  ■  i  Sbtl  N  l  *  M  e>  P  □  M  M. 

V  Cl  U  UAf  AM  ft  filAMIf  If  V4A  EH  A|l.  TO.  palin’  u  J I p_  L-u  r  b  artE  @  :h  ■■  .i  ■  0<n . 

AU  AtOPlMU  eut+Mltila  mil  THE  PAUUlMt  TO  NUMJINK  PROJECT  tfaiDK  MUST  IE  SURMVTTEO  PT  |UB,  3  1,  J*li. 


CALIFORNIA  f%  flf  T<jirisptTrliitj{i,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-791 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1380  (Sammy  Larsen,  August  28,  2014) 


Imis&uv  *on 

I  *0*10 


a|epuj(E?d 

:i!B|A|-3  *9 


31006  VO  :S3)s6liv  son 
zes-e  uuooy  leans  epaujetvquON  OOZ 
AHJomnvHBy  peedg-q6)H  eiujojueo 

sia/aia  i«»n  pafojd 

uoipas  ijueqjng  cq  a|epui|ed  ilioijus^v 

S93IAJ3S  leiuauuuojwug  p  jojosjiq 

uiiqBnopiAj  V 


:I!biai  *a 


:s)U0luluo3  ijmqns  aseaid 
tl-OZ  '  t-C  isnDnv  papiiuqns  aq  jsnm 
uojpag  pafajd  ^uaqjng  <n  aiepwierf 
aq)  joj  sjuewwro  Buidoos  oi|qnd  j|y 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


700  North  Alamo-da  Shed,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  9001? 


Mark:  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  level  EIRfEIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles.  CA  9QD12 
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Robert  Larsen 

33215  Acklins  Ave.  Acton,  CA  93510 
P.O.  Box  174,  Acton,  CA  93510 
Phone:  626-399-6764 


August  28,  2014 

Mark  A.  Mcloughlin 
California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  St.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin, 

Please  accept  this  email  and  attachments  as  my  official  comments.  Attached  you  will 
find  my  letter  and  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  scoping  comment  card  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  Section. 

I  live  at  33215  Acklins  Ave.,  Acton  which  is  immediately  next  to  one  of  the  proposed 
High  Speed  Rail  routes.  Our  home  is  the  second  house  south  of  Cedral  Ave.  and  the  train 
would  go  straight  down  Cedral  Ave. 

My  next  door  neighbor  has  received  letters  from  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  advising 
him  that  he's  on  the  right-of-way  and  they  want  soil  samples.  If  this  route  is  chosen,  at 
least  my  next  door  neighbor  would  get  the  benefit  of  the  state  purchasing  his  home  and 
property.  My  husband,  Rey  Ramos,  and  I  own  property  that  is  just  off  the  right-of-way, 
so  we  would  be  forced  to  stay  and  be  subjected  to  loud  noise,  vibration,  unsightly  rail 
tracks  and  or  elevated  tracks  and  sound  barriers.  The  High  Speed  Rail  would  immediately 
cause  our  property  values  to  plummet  and  probably  make  our  property  unsellable.  This 
would  be  heartbreaking  and  intolerable  for  us.  The  disruption  and  noise  caused  by  the 
train  would  also  be  unbearable  for  the  chickens,  horses  and  other  pets. 

This  entire  project  will  kill  the  rural  atmosphere  of  Acton  if  it  goes  right  through  town.  I 
agree  with  LA  County  Supervisor  Antonovich  that  the  train  should  be  underground  and 
in  tunnels  through  the  forest  which  will  allow  for  a  straight  line  from  Palmdale  to  the 
Burbank  Airport. 

Please  don't  allow  the  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  town  of  Acton. 

Sincerely, 

Robert  Larsen  &  Reynaldo  Ramos 
33215  Acklins  Ave. 

P.O.  Box  174 
Acton,  CA  93510 

(626)  399-6764 
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Submission  1383  (Perry  Lawrence,  August  27,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #603  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/27/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Perry 

Lawrence 


NA 

LawrenceDist@aol  .com 


Dear  Mark, 


We  oppose  the  HSR  above  ground  alignment  going  through  the  SCV  via 

Sand 

Canyon. 


A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing 
the  Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together  (as  proposed  by  Supervisor  Antonovich). 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel 
extension  alignment  is  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage 
than  the 

above  ground  alignment. 

C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children 
in  danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 


IF  EMAIL: 

Mr  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
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Submission  1383  (Perry  Lawrence,  August  27,  2014)  -  Continued 


Subject  Line  “Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  EIR/EIS 
_palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov_  (x- 
msg://161/palmdale_burbank@hsr.ca.gov) 

If  you  send  an  E-mail,  please  Blind  CC:  _scvtaskforce@gmail.com 
(x-msg://161/scvtaskforce@gmail.com) 


Perry  Lawrence 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


CALIFORNIA 
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Submission  1384  (Jim  Layfield,  August  18,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #119  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

I  would  like  to  express  my  desire  to  see  this  whole  project  cancelled  for  all  of 
California. 

I  suspect  that  once  minds  are  made  up  that  no  amount  of  public  opposition 
will  change 

the  go  ahead  on  this  project. 

I  also  suspect  that  once  this  system  is  built  that  it  will  attract  people  curious 
about  riding 

on  the  system  to  check  it  out,  but  in  the  long  run  ridership  will  be  a  major 
problem  and 

the  system  will  have  to  be  largely  subsidized  by  tax  payers  (us)  as  the  route 
through 

central  California  will  not  be  attractive  to  people  along  the  route. 

We  don't  need  this  system  and  California  can't  afford  the  cost  to  build  it. 

Also,  as  in 

the  past  this  system  will  have  major  cost  overruns  and  cost  much  more  than 
predicted. 

Thank  you, 


Pending 

8/18/2014 

No 

8/18/2014 
Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Jim 

Layfield 


00000 

jimlvt@verizon.net 


James  Layfield 

jimlvt@verizon.net 

1-818-899-5595 


This  email  is  free  from  viruses  and  malware  because  avast!  Antivirus 
protection  is  active. 
http://www.avast.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  CAHSR  Project 
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Submission  1385  (Stan  Leandro,  August  28,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


NAME  i 


Sinn  Leandro 


MEETING  LOCATION! 
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Submission  1386  (Vanessa  Leandro,  August  28,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Pafmdate  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 


m‘“ei  Van^a  Ueandro  ™f,8 
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Submission  1387  (Brian  Lees,  August  26,  2014) 


^  CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 


m  rn  ice  uti  m-  m  mu  amqu: 


DMl 


ttoDvm.  1^3  fiALE  ?TT  ?- 

CIT*'  DU*CT£  ^  IIP; 

WGUIP  YOU  L1K1  TC  IK  ADGED  TO  QUh  MAILING  LIITM  iCk^kiL  dLupiAjI  STATED  I  PI  PftlMDAkJ  TO  iUfikJHK 

-WCltt  Tk„  mr  liilnrJmr  fc™i  ropn,  ,n  ™n«-  UT«  m™  |  UfiAANK  TO  i  OS  ihuM  fi. 


PLEftfl  L Pi  1  T«1  E HU  |  tfOMM E IpT  tMMUTHAT  TDM  4*f  CONCERNED  HTfHAHD  WOULD  l  CUE  TO  ££E  ADDlirfil.il  Iff  THt  fALMDALE  TO 
AiflUAKH  PROJECT  LI1*  EL  ENVIRONMENTAL  DOCUMENT.  FllAfEiE£(  SPECIFIC  At  1-DMipriF 

T(/  \*  N £rL--’>  l  Tk£  ATAr IrflLj.  7  MG  Vf.v  |f  ^  ,n  ^1*1  iy  ft  Jw  ■ft''"  ^ 

Wru  jut£  0  Tr  Yfl:  CWji-1  Tto£  tiTb  [?_  v  iU-  B£  +  ii*/V&ty  £t-tfi  tfir  HC 

WlTitiiW  FEC  wiLtiEjr^  UlK€*\  JrTi 

-IT  12|C  CttTt.-r  fc  Bu^  T**t"  W, 

T(lAI|U  tWM  >ITP  £  £4*  <stL  LiTTP^  T*Sjv*/&4 

11  tfti L  W  T*l£  At£A.  wiU  TH£  ir 

fH£“  7iAiW  n^4ct(> 

-  THt'  CA^TiS-^4  AtfQ  !U*£fV  ft*/*  A  Cl'  hrit-NLY  £;jgja  A££4$  W^*- 

iTtfe^F  7flE't£  ^  A<iW  Ut&  rt  cywfAfltz 

WMATOTHH  J||UJ|  W$U(.0VOV  LlKITHEPKOrtCT  U^EL  JNVFRON MENTAL  DOCUHEJtT  TO  rt.OD  ll  Ei  =,  p  AtW  ^‘(1  Ytf& 

EK^’fS  YiGAir  /v£>  MCHb-vfi4  nv  BifeA  £ 


A  D !'-  IT  l-D  H  AL  C.  D  M  H  t  H T  S 


THArtK  ¥£U  V* UR  nAhtSGI^ATlwi.  I hJ  THkl  I m l1  u ii TABi T  i'h.sk^-.v 

PtfJii  mi  emit  tnim  ',  rnrinr,  niMUMir  "mrM  at  THE  MON-IN  TIDLL  OR  MAI|  T  H II  *  PE -nC  l^M  1  ]  i  f  Eqhm. 
YOU  MAT  AtSD  IU1MIT4T  V I A  EM  A I L  TOl  pal  m  d  ■!■  burt-j  n  k  *  h ,  „ 

M\tt QMtiL  iQSMU\H1t  f  on  Tms  P HIM D n L £  TO  &U4llA>*ti  PRCrJEET  i£L  TliiU  UL>£  I  fc£  SutiJim  I  P  IT  AUO  3  1  ,  2f  H 


CALIFORNIA  A  ur  T^irisptirliit<«,i 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-801 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1387  (Brian  Lees,  August  26,  2014) 
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Mark  A,  MeLoughlln 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Submission  1388  (Jeff  Lemieux,  August  14,  2014) 


CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Painjdafe  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Card 
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Submission  1389  (Douglas  Leonard,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #468  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Douglas 

Last  Name  : 

Leonard 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

00000 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

shpoa@shpoa.us 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  from  -  Douglas  Leonard  &lt;dhlenman@aol.com&gt; 

Gentlemen,!  have  just  recently  been  made  aware  of  the  HSR  proposal  that 
threatens  to  disrupt  the  quality  of  our  Sunland-Tujunga  /  Shadow  Hills 
community. I  am  a  resident  of  Shadow  Hills  for  14  years,  where  I  am  the  care 
provider  for  my  Mother,  89  yrs.  old.  She  has  been  a  resident  of  the  Shadow 
Hills  Community  for  over  40  years. Both  of  us  are  consistent  voters,  and  vote 
in  every  election. WE  are  appalled  by  the  lack  of  transparency  and  plain 
dealing  exhibited  by  Supervisor  Antonovich's  office  in  dealing  with  the  local 
communities  which  are  threatened  by  the  "Alternate  Corridor  -  New  Study 
Area",  a  seriously  flawed  scenario  for  the  Palmdale  to  Bubank  Project 
Section. Since  High  Speed  Rail  officials  evade  talking  about  specific,  potential 
routes  within  CD7,  we  in  Shadow  Hills,  Sunland-Tujunga,  Lake  View  Terrace 
communities  must  prepare  for  a  worst  case  scenario.  Many  local  residents 
are  anquishing  over  the  possibility  of  losing  their  homes  to  eminent  domain. 
The  extreme  vagueness  of  the  non-specific  map  that  shows  500  square  miles 
potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  puts  our  communities  under  threat  by  HSR. This 
project  needs  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas  already  served 
by  rail  corridors,  and  NOT  through  residential  and  sensitive  environmental 
areas.  The  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  to  the  proposed  corridor  raises 
the  probability  of  insurmountable  costs  and  makes  this  scenario  entirely 
unfeasible. Our  area  is  already  severely  impacted  by  heavy  transit  use  by 
trains,  freeways  and  airports. We  believe  that  the  original  route  14  and  5 
alternatives  are  superior.As  a  member  of  the  Shadow  Hills  Property  Owners 
Association,  we  are  kept  informed  of  all  known  developments  through  our 
newsletter  and  community  meetings.  We  are  determined  to  take  an  extremely 
active  part  in  the  ongoing  proceedings. We  know  that  SHPOA  will  work  this 
issue  politically,  with  the  press,  and  do  whatever  else  is  needed  to  voice  this 
community's  opposition  to  this  vague  and  ill-considered 
plan. Sincerely, Douglas  LeonardShadow  Hills  Resident 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 


Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1390  (Mr.  Lester,  August  19,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #172  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
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Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


No  Action  Required 

8/20/2014 

No 

8/19/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Telephone 

Mr. 

Lester 


Acton 

CA 

00000 


No 

Adeline  got  a  call  from  an  Acton  man  named  Mr.  Lester  on  Aug.  19,  2014. 

He  would  not  provide  his  first  name.  He  was  a  bit  antagonistic  and  wanted  to 
know  what  is  the  projected  ridership  out  of  the  Palmdale  station.  Adeline  told 
him  she  would  have  to  check  with  the  team  on  that. 


He  also  wanted  to  know  the  cost  of  high-speed  rail  between  Palmdale  and 
Burbank.  Adeline  told  him  we  have  not  determined  that  specific  cost  yet 
because  we  are  still  conducting  environmental  studies  and  have  not  selected 
an  alignment.  But  she  gave  him  the  cost  for  the  IOS,  which  is  $31  billion.  He 
kept  calculating  his  own  costs,  based  on  the  number  of  miles  and  came  up 
with  a  $13  billion  price  tag  for  the  Palmdale-Burbank  segment.  Adeline  told 
him  those  were  his  numbers,  not  ours. 

Adeline  also  asked  him  if  he  submitted  a  comment  for  scoping.  He  said  he 
did  but  Adeline  was  not  able  to  find  his  name  any  of  the  SoCal  sections  in 
CommentSense. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 


Adeline  also  sent  this  info  to  Lisa  Marie  Alley  and  Annie  Parker. 
No 

Yes-  Individual  Response 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #515  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
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Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
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Professional  Title  : 
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Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 
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Email  : 
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Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Steven 

Lester 


CA 

00000 

netriderl  00@yahoo.com 


Dear  Mr.  Mark  McLoughlin 


For  a  project  that  is  already  way  over  budget,  I  would  suggest  that  deleting 
the  Palmdale  station  may  demonstrate  to  California’s  population  that  the 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority  is  working  to  contain  costs  and  bring  the 
project  a  little  closer  to  original  estimates.  Please  let  me  explain. 

Given  that  the  projection  LA  to  SF  line  is  520  miles  and  that  cost  now  is 
projected  at  $63  billion  dollars,  a  rough  estimate  is  .12  billion  dollars  per  mile. 
And  as  the  route  to  Palmdale  is  much  more  difficult  than  the  typical  route,  a 
cost  of  maybe  .16  billion  dollars  per  miles  may  be  more  realistic.  And  given 
that  the  route  to  Palmdale  and  back  to  Bakersfield  is  approximately  52  mile, 
eliminating  the  route  to  Palmdale  will  eliminate  nearly  9  billion  dollars  and 
shorten  the  total  construction  time. 


We  must  also  ask,  does  it  make  sense  to  spend  nearly  38  billion  dollars 
(original  estimates  of  9  billion  dollars,  plus  another  29  billion  for  interest  at  5% 
for  30  years)  of  Californian’s  money  when  it  is  estimated  that  only  about 
2,000  to  3,000  people  per  day  will  even  use  the  High-Speed  Rail  from  the 
Palmdale  station.  This  equates  to  annual  payments  of  $585,000,000  and 
daily  payments  of  $1 ,600,000.  And  this  equates  to  loan  payments  of  $533  to 
$800  per  day  per  rider  plus  daily  maintenance  and  operating  costs. 

To  break  even,  the  High-Speed  Rail  would  need  to  charge  the  Palmdale 
riders  approximately  $700  to  $960  per  ticket,  including  maintenance  and 
operating  costs.  But  at  $700  to  $960  per  ticket,  ridership  would  drop  to  zero. 
As  such,  the  only  way  to  get  people  to  use  the  rail  would  be  to  subsidize  the 
cost  of  the  ticket,  resulting  in  a  daily  loss  of  $1 ,000,000  to  $1 ,300,000. 

At  a  price  comparable  to  a  LA  to  SF  airline  ticket,  Palmdale  would  need  a 
ridership  of  10,000  people  per  day  to  break-even. 

Maybe  I  am  too  dumb  to  understand,  but  please  explain  to  me  why  anyone 
would  want  to  spend  38  billion  dollars  (including  interest)  to  build  a  high 
speed  rail  line  to  Palmdale  that  will  lose  approximately  $400,000,000  a  year 
and  could  take  20  years  or  more,  if  ever,  to  even  break-even? 
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Besides  all  the  other  good  reasons  that  you  have  received  about  High-Speed 
Rail  destroying  life  in  rural  Acton  and  Aqua  Dulce,  I  submit  that  not  only  would 
it  be  better  and  quicker  for  the  overall  project  to  delete  the  Palmdale  route, 
but  it  would  make  more  sense  to  save  the  money  that  deleting  the  Palmdale 
route  will  provide. 

Rather,  why  not  but  the  Santa  Clarita  station  back  on  the  route  in  a  location 
that  can  connect  with  the  Metro.  It  would  add  a  few  minutes  to  the  trip  to  San 
Francisco  and  save  the  citizens  of  California  $38,000,000,000. 

Mr.  McLoughlin,  please  move  from  the  political  to  the  logical.  Lets  do  what  is 
best  for  California  and  for  California’s  budget  and  drop  the  Palmdale  route. 

Sincerely, 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Steven  Lester 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Submission  1392  (Thomas  and  Silvia  Leth,  August  27,  2014) 


I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #294  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/27/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 
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Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Thomas  and  Silvia 

Last  Name  : 

Leth 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

26332  Sand  Canyon  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 
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Telephone  : 

Email  : 
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Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

We  live  in  Sand  Canyon.  V 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


neighborhood.  Instead,  we  support  the  idea  of  a  direct  route  between 
Burbank  and  Palmdale  that  would  bypass  our  community.  If  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  it  go  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  then  we  prefer  the 
option  of  having  a  tunnel  that  would  go  under  the  part  of  our  valley  where  the 
route  is  proposed. 

Too  much  property  will  be  impacted  negatively  by  this  train  if  it  goes  through 
our  community. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Yours  truly, 

Thomas  and  Silvia  Leth 
26332  Sand  Canyon  Road 
Canyon  Country  CA  91387 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
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Pending 
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No 
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Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Thomas 

Leth 


26332  Sand  Canyon  Road 

Canyon  country 
CA 

91387 

sleth@lycos.com 


In  case  I  sent  this  to  the  wrong  email  address,  read  below. 

- Original  Message - 

SUBJECT: 

Opposition  to  high  speed  rail  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley. 

DATE: 

2014-08-28  05:12 
FROM: 

sleth@lycos.com 

TO: 

info@hsr.ca.gov 

We  live  in  Sand  Canyon.  We  oppose  the  high  speed  rail  through  our 
neighborhood.  Instead,  we  support  the  idea  of  a  direct  route  between 
Burbank  and  Palmdale  that  would  bypass  our  community.  If  absolutely 
necessary  to  have  it  go  through  the  Santa  Clarita  Valley,  then  we  prefer 
the  option  of  having  a  tunnel  that  would  go  under  the  part  of  our  valley 
where  the  route  is  proposed. 

Too  much  property  will  be  impacted  negatively  by  this  train  if  it  goes 
through  our  community. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

Yours  truly, 

Thomas  and  Silvia  Leth 
26332  Sand  Canyon  Road 
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Canyon  Country  CA  91387 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Pending 
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No 
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Individual 
Individual 
Project  Email 
Paul 

Letournx 


00000 

paulx66@yahoo.com 


To  whom  it  may  concern 


I  oppose  the  current  project  to  build  a  tunnel  through  San  Gabriel  mountains 
between  Burbank  and  Palmdale,  please  keep  the  original  route. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Thank  you 
Paul 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #812  DETAIL 
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Email  Subscription  : 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  <http://ih.constantcontact.eom/fs138/1 1 10936526336/img/726.png> 


00000 


AlaneLevinsohn@ca.rr.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


I  respectfully  request  that  the  "Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Area"  because  it 
is  proposed  that  the  high  speed  rail  goes  through  residential  areas  and  it 
should  go  through  industrial  areas,  not  scenic  corridors. 

The  HSR  has  put  out  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly  500 
square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under 
the  cloud  of  HSR. 


I  am  opposed  to  any  of  the  lines  coming  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and 
Shadow  Hills. 


The  entire  community  of  Shadow  Hills  is  at  risk  for  the  following  reasons: 

Lowered  property  values 
scenic  highway 
earthquake  faults 

federal  waters  and  endangered  species 
noise 
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pollution 

destruction  of  our  community 
threat  to  equestrian  lifestyle 
construction  impacts 

Please  reconsider  your  original  route  paralleling  the  14  and  5  freeways  to 
Burbank  Airport.  It  just  makes  sense. 

Respectfully, 

Alane  Levinsohn 
Registered  voter 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1396  (Arlene  Levy,  August  17,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #122  DETAIL 


Status :  Pending 

Record  Date  :  8/18/2014 

Response  Requested  :  No 

Submission  Date  :  8/17/2014 

Affiliation  Type  :  Individual 

Interest  As:  Individual 

Submission  Method  :  Email 

First  Name  :  Arlene 

Last  Name  :  Levy 

Professional  Title  : 


Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone 
Email  : 

Cell  Phone 
Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin 

I  have  lived  in  Acton  with  my  husband  for  the  past  35  years,  and  love  living 
here  because  of  it's  rural  landscape,  and  quiet  and  peaceful  way  of  life.  I 
oppose  the  route  that  would  go  through  any  part  of  the  town  of  Acton. 

I  would  support  the  alternative  corridor  which  would  be  underground, 
and  go  through  Angeles  National  Forest. 

Arlene  Levy 
Acton  Resident 

Sent  from  my  iPad 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 


00000 

arleneblevy@netzero.net 
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Mi  .&  Mrs  Juhri  Lewis 
15731  Condor  RWge  fld 
Canyon  Country,  CA  91307 

August  23,  2Q1-1 

Mr  Mark  A  McLougnlln 
Director  ot  Environment  Services 
California  High  Spend  Railway  Aulhohty 
Snuliiern  California  Regional  DFFice 
7U0N.  Alameda,  ftm  3  532 
Los  Angeles  CA&D0I2 


We  are  writing  about  the  proposed  High  Sprwd  Hail  which  will  negatively  impact  our  community, 
We  are  now  residents  and  LOVE  our  now  homo.  We  will  NOT  love  this  railway, 

PLEASE  align  this  m way  directly  from  BurtrariJ<  ig  Palmdale.  There  is  NO  NEED  Id  go  through 
our  beautiful  rustic  quiet  Santa  Clarita  Valley  ak  all* 

H  you  must  ga  through  nor  cnrumurwry  -  God  forbid-  please  consider  ihe  lunnoJ  extension 
alignment  as  il  causes  less  enviranrnenlal  arsd  community  damage  than  the  above  ground 
alignment 

Wc  oppose  above  ground  alignment  as: 

1  -  31 13  too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  tQQG  elementary  school  in  danger  and  lhn  sound 
wi«l  DEFINITELY  impact  learning  in  ihe  classroom 

2  A  oOmrnurttty  dmrcFi  will  h&vc  to  be  torn  tfownl 

3-  Houses  -  Including  ours  -  will  hear  Ihss  noise  pollution! 

4- Thft  sound  and  Vhsual  impacts  are  NEGATIVE  For  alJ  us  residents  I 

5- This  also  eliminates  a  JOQ  CENTER  ihai  was  approved  for  our  community! Ml 


PLEASE  8YPAS5  THIS  COMMUNITY!  WF  DO  NOT  NEED  NOR  WANT  THIS  INTRUSION! 


R&$ldenls 


CALIFORNIA  f% 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


U.S.  Oitfi.jfl  TnlOt 
cir  Tr,iriyf.tirkibrwi 

Fwfirvl  Rniue&ri 
AdrrMnawitwPi 
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818-312-1691 

billsbees@wildblue.net 


:  Dear  Mr.  Mark  McLoughlin, 


Has  anybody  looked  at  how  the  Palmdale-Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Route 
will 

affect  existing  water  aquifers?  My  water  supply  is  a  spring  that  flows  out 
of  the  mountain  at  2000  feet  in  elevation  in  Little  Tujunga  Canyon.  It  has 
reliably  delivered  2-1/2  gallons  a  minute,  24  hours  a  day,  7  days  a  week 
for  the  past  25  years.  This  is  my  only  water  supply  and  I  pay  for  this 
water  use.  I  depend  on  this  water  source  for  my  home  and  my  business. 
Loss  of  this  water  source  will  severely  impact  my  home  and  business  which 
supports  at  least  4  other  families. 

Sincerely, 


Bill  Lewis 

Owner/Beekeeper,  Bill's  Bees,  Inc. 

President,  CSBA 
818-312-1691 

*"California  State  Beekeepers  Association  -  Organized  in  1889  to  Serve  the 
Commercial  Beekeeping  Industry  of  California"* 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Attachments  :  HighSpeedRail082514.pdf  (309  kb) 
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East  San  Fernando  Valley  Transit  Corridor  Coalition 

We  are  a  coalition  of  neighborhood  councils  and  community  activists  advocating  For  the  selection  of  Light  Rail  Transit  along  Van  Nuys 
Boulevard,  the  mode  with  12%  higher  ridership  capacity  and  a  greater  stimulus  of  Transit  Oriented  Districts  development. 

Community:  161  like  this 

September  12,  2014 
Public  Scoping  Comment 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  palmdale_burbank@hst.ca.gov 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles  CA  90012 

Tunneling  under  and  despoiling  a  National  Resource 

Angeles  Crest  foothills  and  canyons  comprise  precious  remaining  open  space  in  Los  Angeles  county  where 
application  of  planning  tools  such  as  Lowered  Impact  Development  and  Rewilding  outweigh  any  benefit  over 
saving  HSR  mileage,  Right  of  Way  eminent  domain  settlements.  Developing  High  Speed  Rail  HSR  along  existing 
infrastructure  and  existing  urbanized  communities  avoids  lawsuits  and  avoids  increased  heathcare  costs  from 
disruption  and  degradation  of  the  entire  region's  quality  of  life  in  and  beyond  North  Hollywood,  Sun  Valley, 

Sylmar,  Lakeview  Terrace,  Sunland-Tujunga  and  Shadow  Hills. 

HSR  is  legally  required  to  link  transit  oriented  communities  and  foster  transit  oriented  development  by  SB  375. 
Anywhere  besides  the  path  along  existing  infrastructure  will  deter  California's  2020  mandate  to  reduce  GHG  and 
have  a  renewable  energy  economy,  ever  more  critical  for  any  future  California's  urban  centers  and 
aquapermaculture  alternatives  to  monoculture/agriculture  have  in  our  megadrought.  No  water  no  future. 

My  public  comment  to  HSR,  though,  initially  had  writers  block  after  seeing  HSR  trot  out  their  glittery  Trojan  horse 
selling  cost-prohibitive  tunnels  to  save,  what,  10  miles  and  eminent  domain  settlements.  Do  the  calculus.  HSR’s 
sales  job  does  not  resolve  the  immediacy  to  build  sustainability  and  resilience  for  a  ever  worsening 
resource-scarce  near  term  future. 

Bum’s  Rush  by  Elected  makes  not  Environmental  Justice  nor  Resilience 

Blatant  nimbyism  favoring  the  privileged  few  lies  behind  last-second  unveiling  of  Los  Angeles  County 
Councilmember  Antonovich's  proposal  to  tunnel  below  Angeles  Crest  Forest,  bypassing  existing  right  of  ways, 
laying  to  waste  existing  infrastructure,  and  ignoring  intermodal  linkages  at  the  existing  Amtrak/Metrolink  station  at 
Sylmar/San  Fernando  City  for  unincorporated  communities  benefit,  at  a  cost  borne  by  many  for  the  few,  makes 
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Submission  1 399  (J  ack  Lindblad,  East  San  Fernando  Valley  T ransit  Corridor 
Coalition,  September  15,  2014)  -  Continued 


for  a  rushed  proposal  with  significant,  adverse,  negative  economic,  social  and  environmental  results,  not  in  the 
Public  Interest  nor  for  the  Common  Good. 

Antonovich's  proposal  puts  our  neighborhood’s  quality  of  life  at  avoidable  risk  and  moral  hazard. 

Every  impact  area  on  the  Environmental  Checklist  Form  has  been  marked  with  “Potentially  Significant  Impact”. 
This  is  telling  and  intolerable  in  our  region  stricken  with  a  2000  year  megadrought,  rising  sea  level, 
Extinction-level  loss  of  plant  and  animal  species  and  ever  worsening  Climate  Catastrophic  Events. 

•  Initial  Study  (IS):  Palmdale  to  Burbank 

Prudent  planning  mechanisms  are  countermanded  within  the  alternative  study  area  such  as  Lowered  Impact 
Development,  Restoring  wildlife  corridors  vitality  and  connectedness,  Rewilding  Los  Angeles  River  and 
Greenways. 

Public  Interest  Common  Good 

Electeds  are  responsible  to  provide  for  the  common  good  and  public  interest,  not  advancing  a  boondoggle 
alternative  proposal  that  undermines  and  violates  state  law  on  adapting  to  our  ever  worsening  megadrought  and 
the  climate  emergency  that  the  drought  is  one  of  a  myriad  of  impacts  on  California's  economy  and  watersheds. 

Compliance  with  SB  375 

Tunnel  alternative  subverts  High  Speed  Rail  Intermodal  linkage  at  San  Fernando  City  to  Metrolink,  Metro  buses, 
Amtrak,  Van  Nuys  Boulevard  Metro  Light  Rail,  putting  the  HSR  Authority  out  of  compliance  with  meeting 
California's  2020  Climate  mandate  reducing  greenhouse  gases  by  one-third  and  a  renewable  energy  economy. 
Extensive  expenditure  on  new  infrastructure  is  completely  avoidable  by  following  existing  right  of  ways. 

Check  out  our  wordpress  on  the  issues,  our  campaign  videos. 

And  our  social  media  hub: 
http://en.gravatar.com/lindbladpolicyinitiatives 


#LindbladForCityCouncil,  East  San  Fernando  Valley  of  Los  Angeles  (ESFV)  -  Gravatar  Profile 

Award-winning  Architect,  Urban  Planner,  Community  Organizer,  Political  Economist,  North  Hollywood  Northeast  Neighborhood 
Councilmember,  Green  Party  of  Los  Angeles  County  Councilmember,  2015  Candidate  for  Los  Angeles  City  Council,  2014  Green  Party 
Candidate  for  California  Senate,  18th  District,  Jack... 

Jack  Lindblad 

Founder,  East  San  Fernando  Valiev  Transit  Corridor  Coalition 
Three  terms  elected  Los  Angeles  City  Neighborhood  Councilmember. 

Green  candidate  for  California's  Legislature,  both  Assembly  and  Senate  representing  East  San  Fernando  Valley. 

mobile  818  785-2724 
jplindblad@gmail.com 
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CALIFORNIA 

HrCjlb-Sptx'd  Hod  Authority 

700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angles.  CA  90012 


Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  Nnrlh  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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Apt./Suite  No.  : 
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Zip  Code  : 
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Pending 

9/15/2014 

No 

9/12/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 
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CA 

00000 

carollocus@earthlink.net 


No 

To: 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  High  Speed  Rail  Alternative  Route  Proposal 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 


From: 

Carol  Locus 
Stonehurst  HPOZ 
Sun  Valley  (Los  Angeles) 
CA  91352 
Cell  818  427-3620 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin: 


Please  note  the  intention  and  spirit  of  my  letter  is  to  first  of  all,  deter 
and  stop  all  consideration  of  the  alternative  route,  spur  research,  debate 
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and  to  inform. 


First  of  all,  Shame  on  you  Supervisor  Antonovitch,  you  should  be  recalled. 
Councilmember  Fuentes,  you  absolutely  need  to  be  recalled. 


This  preliminary  proposed  alternative  route  is  yet  another  demonstration  of 
very  poor  or  no  planning.  It  is  yet  another  stellar  example  of  yet  more 
knee-jerk,  shotgun  style  CA  politics. 


500  square  miles?  Really????? 


The  most  mind  boggling  thing  about  this  alternative  route  is  that  it  is  in 
effect  a  train  to  nowhere.  No  people  will  have  the  option  of  climbing  aboard 
between  Palmdale  and  Burbank.  If  this  alternative  is  implemented,  you  will 
even  destroy  riders  that  you  might  have  had  by  forcing  them  out  through 
eminent  domain.  The  five  miles  of  turn  coming  out  of  the  mountains  to 
Burbank  could  even  happen  in  my  neighborhood,  thus  taking  out  most  if  not 
all  of  Shadow  Hills,  Lake  View  Terrace,  most  of  Sunland-Tujunga,  much  of 
Sun 

Valley,  and  Stonehurst.  The  irony  is  that  these  neighborhoods  comprise 
potential  riders  that  might  welcome  a  HSR  to  go  to  Santa  Clarita,  Valencia 
and  Palmdale.  Well,  maybe  there  are  many  like  me,  that  although  having 
planned  to  live  out  my  life  and  retire  in  my  home  here,  thanks  to  the  HSR 
many  of  us  may  even  welcome  a  great,  and  irrefutable  reason  to  finally  leave 
CA. 


How  is  it  that  the  scope  of  the  HSR  is  now  attempting  to  go  outside  of 
existing  transit  routes.  This  is  insane. 

Existing  transit  routes  offer  most  if  not  all  the  right  of  ways 
needed  to  add  a  HSR  (see  trains  on  210,  105  etc.) 

o  Widening  of  freeways  are  routine  projects  to  make  room  for  more  traffic 
(hello!?!) 

Research  the  bonds  funding  the  HSR;  I  believe  they  stated  and  I 
voted  that  the  HSR  would  follow  existing  transit  routes 

o  The  current  usage  of  the  bond  funding  is  under  litigation,  as  deemed 
illegal 

o  There  is  much  current,  and  even  more  future  litigation  against  the  HSR 
to  resolve;  litigation  costs  WILL  USE  up  funding  ?  DROP  THIS  PROJECT 
ENTIRELY 

o  Your  website  lists  over  a  dozen  lawsuits;  quit  while  you  are  ahead  and 
the  lawsuits  all  go  away??  Return  HSR  bond  money  to  taxpayers 

Building  HSR  on  existing  transit  routes  alongside  the  gridlocked 
captive  vehicle  owners  would  increase  ridership 

o  If  you  were  gridlocked  on  a  freeway,  and  watched  a  HSR  train  pass  you 
every  day,  wouldn?t  YOU  hop  on  eventually? 

The  alternative  route  is  a  train  to  nowhere  ?NO  population  to 
service.  The  alternative  route  proposal  is  insane. 
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The  original  proposed  route  offers  100s  of  thousands,  if  not 
millions  of  potential  riders;  what  are  their  total  populations,  why 
circumvent  these  population  centers  that  could  use  the  HSR  to  travel 
between 

these  communities,  and  to  travel  further  north  or  south,  thus  depriving 
these  communities  of  a  larger  public  transit  and  work  areas: 

o  Acton 

o  Aqua  Dulce 

o  Canyon  Country 

o  Santa  Clarita 

o  Newhall 

o  Sylmar 

o  San  Fernando 

o  Pacoima 

o  Arleta 

o  Sun  Valley 

o  To  Burbank 

It  is  illogical  (insane)  to  me  to  circumvent  population  living 
around  and  near  gridlocked  freeways  that  should  use  HSR  to  mitigate 
pollution  and  gridlock  and  reduce  consumption  of  gasoline,  and  reduce 
commuting  times 

o  If  you  really  espouse  and  agree  with  the  Agenda  21  carbon  tax  and 
climate  regulation  system,  your  alternative  plan  is  totally  contrary  to 
Agenda  21 

§  Agenda  21  protects  and  encourages  buying  up  open  space  and  prohibits 
any 

human  activity  in  them  outside  buffer  areas 

§  Agenda  21  is  being  implemented  nationwide  under  the  public?s  radar, 
without  their  knowledge,  or  understanding 

I  voted  for  the  HSR  thinking  I  could  take  it  to  increase  my  work 
area  to  the  communities  I  list,  and  to  travel  to  NCA  to  work 

o  Should  have  known  it  would  become  a  bait  and  switch,  a  huge  dishonesty 

If  the  population  centers  that  could  most  benefit  from  HSR  have 
nixed  it,  why  isn?t  this  entire  project  just  dropped  and  cancelled 

o  It  would  be  if 

§  HSR  had  to  be  profitable  to  be  viable 

§  ?Other  peoples?  money?  were  not  the  nebulous  funding  source 

§  Nefarious  tax  schemes  based  on  the  greenhouse  gas  hoax  were  known  to 
be 

soon  revoked 

§  Any  such  insolvent  commercial  enterprise  would  already  be  scrapped 
BEFORE  spending  ALL  the  other  peoples?  money,  before  ALL  other  sources 
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Of 

funding  dried  up,  to  avoid  litigation,  and  BEFORE  bankruptcy  ?all  investors 
would  have  already  pulled  out;  we  are  captive  here  as  taxpayers 

It  is  foreseeable  that  this  project  will  put  CA  into  bankruptcy 
and,  or  leave  huge  gaping  incomplete  construction  sites  across  our  state 

§  This  project  could  be  the  final  nail  or  straw  that  puts  this  state  into 
bankruptcy  ?it  is  utterly  irresponsible 

Exacerbated  and  escalated  by  yet  more  commercial  and  residential 
(tax  base)  flight 

§  What  about  water  storage  ?  how  about  water  storage  INSTEAD 


There  are  many  other  very  basic,  utterly  illogical  and  obvious  factors  and 
reasons  why  your  alternative  route  should  be  dropped  immediately: 


Destruction  of  much  of  the  Angeles  National  Park  and  rare  riparian 
lands  further  dwindling  wildlife  support  systems 

o  Destruction  of  one  of  the  (RARE)  riparian  areas;  only  other  in  the  world 
is  in  southern  France,  parts  of  Italy,  and  parts  of  the  northern 
Mediterranean  Sea  coasts. 

Destruction  of  watersheds  and  water  tables  that  provide  up  to  20% 
of  the  water  to  City  of  Los  Angeles 

Destruction  of  Master  Plan  Scenic  Corridors 

Destruction  of  flood  plains 

o  HSR  could  also  be  taken  out  by  a  100  year  flood;  thus  potential  rider 
deaths  and  destruction  of  HSR;  just  more  wasted  $$$$$$$$$ 

Destruction  of  Historic  Preservation  Overlays  Zones 

Destruction  of  bird  sanctuary  ponds  as  part  of  210  mitigation, 
adjacent  to  Hanson  Dam 

Destruction  of  other  development  mitigation  areas 

Destruction  of  other  privately  owned  yet  public  recreational 
spaces 

Destruction  of  open  space 

Destruction  of  the  last  remaining  equestrian  neighborhoods  of  Los 
Angeles  that  offer  many  recreational  opportunities  for  the  entire  city 

Destruction  of  some  of  the  oldest  neighborhoods  of  Los  Angeles 

Destruction  of  a  very  viable  tax  base 


Other  economic  illogical  factors  that  are  unlikely  to  be  resolved: 


I  have  taken  the  HSR  between  Paris  and  Brussels  at  rush  hour.  It 
was  empty.  It  cost  over  $60  ONE  WAY  for  that  1  hour  of  travel 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-828 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1402  (Carol  Locus,  September  12,  2014)  -  Continued 


CA  and  LA  have  spent  decades  alienating  businesses.  Thousands  if 
not  tens  of  thousands  of  businesses  have  left  both  the  city  and  the  state. 

o  Which  companies  have  offices  in  both  NCA  and  SCA  that  might  send 
employees  back  and  forth  on  this  HSR? 

o  Wages  are  back  to  1990?s  levels  so  that  workers  cannot  afford  to  just 
hop  on  a  HSR  to  ride  100?s  of  miles  to  a  worksite 

o  The  CA  economy  (that  is  not  cash  based),  is  transforming  into  a  minimum 
wage  service  economy.  Even  at  $  15/hr  HSR  travel  will  be  unaffordable 

o  The  tax  base  is  very  rapidly  disappearing 

Shotgun  highlighting  of  500  square  miles  is  irresponsible:  Great! 
force  out  or  scare  away  even  more  productive  people  and  businesses 

Metro  Link  ridership  is  down  by  600,000  riders  so  far  this  year, 
and  more  after  this  September  rate  hikes;  and  in  the  red  $38  BILLION 

o  What  study  shows  there  will  be  riders  on  this  HSR? 

o  Perpetual  subsidy  is  not  a  solution 

Without  a  real  projected  ridership,  why  just  create  jobs  to  build 
a  train  that  will  not  be  used  enough  to  mitigate  costs  (illogical  and 
insane) 

If  the  alternative  route  is  implemented,  you  will  be  destroying  a 
key  tax  base  (subsidies  -and  socialism  ?work  great  til  you  run  out  of  other 
people?s  money?) 

o  Many  in  the  path  or  your  alternative  route  are  retirees  or  soon  to  be 
retirees,  or  young  families  (of  all  ethnicities)making  their  dreams  come 
true  to  live  in  or  near  equestrian  style  mini  ranches,  or  horse  rental 
stables  and  riding  lessons,  with  hiking,  swimming,  and  bicycling 

o  There  are  a  number  and  variety  of  therapeutic  riding  programs  in  this 
area  for  delinquent  youths,  to  the  handicapped 

o  There  are  many  riding  clubs  here  for  regular  kids,  and  a  polo  club 

o  We  are  the  home  of  Olympic  Dressage  riders  (Heather  Bender  bought  a 
$300 

horse  here  and  won  Olympic  medals)  and  we  also  a  World  Champion 

Any  HSR  route  should  share  the  burden  of  eminent  domain  fairly  and 
proportionally  across  all  population  cross  sections  representative  of  our 
population,  and  not  single  out  just  one  minority;  ie.  eminent  domain  should 
not  spare  the  majority 

Applauding  and  welcoming  funding  by  carbon  tax  credits  is  sick, 
and  VERY  flawed 

o  Carbon  tax  credits  ?pay  to  pollute?  allow  pollution  and  do  not  address 
the  very  severe  and  important  planetary  pollution  problem 

§  The  sole  purpose  of  carbon  tax  credits  is  to  line  the  pockets  of  those 
who  sell  and  collect  the  ?tax?  allowing  and  encouraging,  even  more  pay  to 
pollute 

§  Those  companies  who  do  not  want  to  play  this  unique  CA  game  move  out 
of 

state  (as  it  is  not  (yet)  federal  law)  and  so,  more  companies  just  move 
away 
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§  Accepting  carbon  credit  funding  only  serves  to  encourage  and  further 
pollute;  our  ecosystems  are  fragile,  and  becoming  more  fragile  every  day 

§  Carbon  taxes  are  further  escalating  all  energy  costs  forcing  even  more 
(productive)  people  and  businesses  OUT  of  state 

§  Even  after  gas  and  water  and  power  costs  have  more  than  doubled  in  the 
last  5  years,  they  will  again  almost  double  by  40%  yet  again  in  the  next 
year  or  so  (thank  you  carbon  credits)  and  AB  32  for  closing  coal  fired 
plants  (that  have  at  least  60  day  power  reserves) 

o  Global  warming,  greenhouse  gases,  etc.,  all  have  been  debunked;  it  is 
just  a  matter  of  time  that  reality  catches  up 

o  It  is  a  matter  of  time  before  the  law  carbon  taxes  in  CA  rests  on,  AB 
32,  is  revoked 

§  Any  expectation  and  dependency  on  this  new  (short-lived)  system  of 
taxation  is  sick,  anti  and  un-American  (it  is  UN  driven)  ?Americans  are 
waking  up;  AB32  will  be  revoked  and  thus  one  of  your  major  expected 
sources 

of  funding  will  vanish 

o  Carbon  taxes  (like  the  new  carbon  15  cents  CA  gas  tax  coming  soon)  are 
further  increasing  energy  costs  in  CA  thus  forcing  even  more  people  and 
business  out 


More  property  taxes  is  not  the  way  any  project  should  be  funded; 
economically  destructive  ?carbon?  taxes  are  even  more  unacceptable. 


Please  publish  your  economic  studies  and  analyses  upon  which  you  rest  the 
economic  and  financial  feasibility  of  the  HSR  project  funding,  both  for 
building  it  and  for  when  it  is  complete. 


How  about  ROI  (return  on  investment)  analyses  that  support  that  the  HSR 
project  is  profitable  and  will  payback  tax  payers,  and  eventually  pay  for 
itself 


How  will  tax  payers  be  paid  back  with  tax  credits  for  this,  and 
other  projects;  we  are  not  unlimited  cash  cows,  we  do  not  grow  greenbacks  in 
our  homes  and  apartments 

If  the  HSR  does  not  force  me  out  of  my  home,  and  CA,  the 
increasing  DWP  costs  (in  reality  the  escalating  DWP  TAX  (unapproved  by 
voters))  ?  DWP  is  in  effect  forcing  a  hidden,  unstated,  a  voter  approved  tax 
?the  DWP  WILL  force  me  out 

o  I  know,  and  believe  that  we  pay  more  for  our  energy  than  those  in  any 
and  all  South  American  countries  (what?s  wrong  with  that  picture?) 


The  vicious  circle  of  more  and  more  taxation  and  regulation  in  CA,  must  be 
stopped  so  that  CA  can  once  again  have  a  vibrant  and  desirable  economy. 


It  appears  to  me  at  this  point,  that  the  HSR  project,  as  it  is  currently 
being  conceived  and  possibly  implemented,  is  in  the  band  of  a  good  idea, 
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with  good  intentions,  but  with  lots  of  wishful  thinking.  It  will  cause  huge 
the  destruction  in  its  path.  With  lack  of  funding,  all  the  litigation,  and 
lack  of  sound  and  realistic  planning,  all  of  which  makes  it  undesirable, 
risky  and  perhaps  totally  fiscally  irresponsible  to  our  state;  CA  cannot 
afford  a  huge  failed  boondoggle. 


Physical  illogical  factors  that  are  unlikely  to  be  mitigated  or  resolved: 


The  alternative  route  is  comprised  mostly  of  SAND  from  ancient 
riverbeds 

o  Although  digging  tunnels  in  sand  can  be  done,  it  is  very  difficult,  and 
dangerous 

o  Long  tunnels,  although  in  our  case,  preferred,  are  yet  more  dangerous 
due  to  many  frequent  deep  sinkholes  we  have  seen  and  experienced  in  this 
area;  sink  holes  take  out  homes  and  streets  ?and  HSR 

o  Long  tunnels  have  the  issue  of  ventilation;  study  the  Mont  Blanc  tunnel 
accidents  that  have  resulted  in  many,  many  asphyxiations 

o  Earthquakes,  sand,  sinkholes  and  tunnels  are  not  a  great  mix;  these 
should  be  researched  for  safety,  impacts  and  feasibility  of  tunneling 

o  Destroying  watershed  water  storage  of  Big  and  Little  Tujunga  washes  is 
beyond  illogical  (it?s  insane):  BTW,  there?s  a  serious  drought 

The  neighborhoods  slated  for  destruction  offer  multiple 
recreational  opportunities;  people  living  in  high  density  need  space  and 
recreational  opportunities.  I  believe  increased  aggression  is  due  to 
increased  crowding,  so  you  plan  to  destroy  an  area  with  great  recreational 
venues 

These  neighborhoods  are  very  low  crime:  so  why  propose  destroying 
them?  Why  not  study  and  isolate  WHAT  are  the  factors  that  enhance  low 
crime 

in  these  communities,  and  plan  new  communities  or  encourage  city  planning 
modifications  accordingly? 


In  closing,  I  recommend  shelving  this  project  for  now  in  order  to  resolve 
the  issues  I  raise,  and  to  put  it  on  existing  transit  corridors. 


Thank  you  very  much  for  your  attention  and  consideration  of  the  issues  I 
have  raised  and  all  my  thoughts,  observations,  and  my  request  for  attention 
to  the  research  points  I  raise. 


The  City  of  Los  Angeles  up  until  now  has  made  all  my  dreams  come  true.  I 
have  loved  this  city  and  the  equestrian  lifestyle  here.  It  is  truly  very 
unique  in  the  entire  world,  and  very  worth  saving.  I  hope  HSR  will  not 
destroy  Lake  View  Terrace,  Sunland-Tujunga,  Shadow  Hills,  Stonehurst/Sun 
Valley. 


Sincerely, 
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Carol  Locus 


REPORTERS  PLEASE  NOTE: 

I  have  copied  you  for  informational  and  for  research  purposes,  only. 

Please  respect  my  privacy,  I  do  not  want  to  be  published. 

I  believe,  and  my  sole  intention  is  to  raise  very  serious  issues  that  need 
the  public?s  research,  YOUR  research  and  public  debate. 

I  believe  the  American  public  needs  to  be  more  informed  about  some  of  the 
issues  that  I  raise. 

I  hope  I  may  provide  ideas  for  study,  research  and  public  debate,  which  is 
my  intention. 

CC: 

Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes  -  felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich  -  fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky  -  zev@bos.lacounty.gov 

Mayor  Garcetti  -  mayor.garcetti@lacity.org 

Assemblyman  Bocanegra  -  raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 

Assemblymember  Scott  Wilk 
Assemblymember.Wilk@outreach.assembly.ca.gov 

Governor  Brown 

Howard  Jarvis  Tax  Payers  Association 

Rick  Orlov,  Journalist,  LA  Daily  News  (for  research  of  my  topics) 

Reason  Magazine,  News  Tips 
Howard  Blume,  LA  Times  Reporter 
Shadow  Hills  Property  Owners  Association 
William  Eike,  SHPOA  Land  Use  Chairman 
Maria  Mejia,  Environmental  Attorney 
Dean  Walraff,  Environmental  Attorney 
Rachel  Resting,  SCA  Regional  Information  Dir,  HSR  Authority 
Equestrian  Trails  Corral  (Club)  #20 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1403  (Jay  Loden,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #333  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Jay 

Last  Name  : 

Loden 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

26860  Canyon  End  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

jmloden@ca.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High  -  Speed  Rail  Authority 

770  L  Street,  Suite  800 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County. 

Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale. 

The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and 
residential  dwellings 

The  proposal  has  already  triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions 
which 

is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a 

way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets 
in  those 

communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and 
promising  debate 

could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel  -  oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station  and  the 

Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community  -  intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 
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The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Jay  Loden 

26860  Canyon  End  rd. 

Canyon  country,  Ca.  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Cc: 

CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  SR  14 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-835 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1404  (Susan  Loden,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #541  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Susan 

Last  Name  : 

Loden 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

26860  Canyon  End  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Onlinepurchases@ca.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

August  28,  2014 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 


I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County. 


Allow  me  to  impress  upon  you  the  following  points: 


A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together 

B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel  extension 
alignment  is  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than  the 
above 

ground  alignment. 

C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

1.  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom 

2.  Eliminates  a  community  church 

3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods 

3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East  end 
of  Santa  Clarita 

4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita 

5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community 
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Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Susan  B.  Loden 
26860  Canyon  End  rd. 

Canyon  country,  Ca.  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1405  (Jay  Loden,  August  28,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #542  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/28/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Jay 

Last  Name  : 

Loden 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

26860  Canyon  End  Rd 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Canyon  Country 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91387 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

jmloden@ca.rr.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

:  August  26,  2014 

Mr.  Mark  A.  McLoughlin 


I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County. 

Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 

planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale. 

The  proposed  route  would  negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and 
residential  dwellings. 


The  proposal  has  already  triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions 
which 

is  harming  sellers. 


I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a 

way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate 
markets  in  those 

communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful 
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and  promising  debate 

could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please,  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel  -  oriented  alternative  between 
the  Palmdale  station  and  the 

Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 

environmentally  friendly  and  less  community  -  intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 

the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 

Jay  Loden 

26860  Canyon  End  rd. 

Canyon  country,  Ca.  91387 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Submission  1406  (Alan  and  Marjorie  Lombardi,  September  2,  2014) 
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Submission  1407  (Dee  Long,  August  31,  2014) 


[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #368  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  live  in  Sunland  and  am  very  opposed  to  the  alternative  corridor  route 

suggested  for  the  bullet  train  through  the  Angeles  Forest.  Many  of  us  live 
in  this  area  so  that  we  can  visually  enjoy  the  closeness  of  the  mountains 
and  physically  enjoy  the  activities  associated  with  the  mountains  like 
hiking,  biking  and  riding  our  horses. 

We  did  not  move  into  this  area  to  have  our  quiet  residential  communities 
interrupted  by  train  noise  and  vibrations  several  times  each  hour.  Nor  do 
we  want  our  mountain  wildlife  to  be  forced  to  flee  their  homes. 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Dee 

Long 


Sunland 

CA 

00000 

deelong77@gmail.com 


What  happened  to  the  preferred  cheaper  route.  I  understand  that  the 
mountain  route  is  ten  times  more  costly  with  many  more  issues  to  natural 
resources,  wildlife  habitats  and  loss  of  many  homes. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


Keep  the  original  plan  and  don't  allow  this  disruption  to  our  quiet 
community! 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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Submission  1408  (Ralph  and  Maria  Lopez,  September  3,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #694  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/4/2014 

9/4/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Maria 

Lopez 


CA 

00000 

rmplopez@sbcglobal.net 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  Mr  Mark  A.  McLoughlin: 

> 

> 

>1  am  writing  to  you  because  we  definitely  oppose  to  the  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  -  Burbank  to  Los  Angeles  high  speed  rail  project.  Below  are  some 
points  on  why  we  oppose. 

A.  The  preferred  alignment  is  direct  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale,  bypassing  the 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  all  together.  It  does  not  make  sense.  Many  people  travel 
to  Burbank  and  Los  Angeles. 

> 

>B.  Of  the  two  alignments  being  considered  through  SCV,  the  tunnel 
extension  alignment  causes  less  environmental  and  community  damage  than 
the  above  ground  alignment. 

> 

>C.  We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment: 

>1 .  Too  close  to  two  schools  putting  over  1000  elementary  school  children  in 
danger  and  the  sound  will  negatively  impact  learning  in  the  classroom, 

>2.  Eliminates  a  community  church, 

>3.  Eliminates  houses  and  negatively  impacts  neighborhoods, 

>3.  Sound  Impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita, 

>4.  Visual  impacts  would  be  negative  for  all  residents  throughout  the  East 
end  of  Santa  Clarita, 

>5.  Eliminates  a  job  center  approved  for  our  community. 

> 

> 

>Thank  you  for  taking  this  into  consideration. 

> 

> 

>Ralph  and  Maria  Lopez 
> 

> 

> 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Submission  1409  (Alison  Lorch,  August  14,  2014) 
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Submission  1410  (Patricia  &  Christopher  Love,  August  22,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #190  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/22/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Patricia  &  Christopher 
Love 


CA 

00000 

patriciacurranlove@mac.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  These  are  our  concerns: 


We  live  on  upper  Crown  Valley  Road  in  Acton,  just  below  the  upper  HSR 
route.  We  have  a  well  which  may  be  impacted.  The  value  of  our  property 
has  already  been  lowered  and  remains  low  because  of  the  possible  train 
proximity  and  eminent  domain. 

The  schools  are  also  in  a  state  of  confusion  as  well  because  of  the  SR  14 
route.  Building  a  new  high  school  seems  foolish  if  that  route  is  chosen, 
although  the  construction  has  started  on  the  school. 

We  have  seen  towns  become  ghost  towns  because  of  "vital  Government 
Projects"  (greatest  good  for  the  greatest  number  possible  as  projected  into 
the  future  and  paid  for  by  current  tax  payers  who  will  not  benefit). 

There  are  many  retired  people  with  limited  income  and  people  who  will  have 
to  do  a  short  sale  or  just  walk  away  from  their  property  because  the  value  is 
less  than  the  amount  owed.  A  few  families  will  have  no  where  to  go.  We  are 
among  them;  we  own  our  property,  are  retired,  and  have  no  family.  There  are 
others  like  us;  many  are  just  leaving. 

We  do  not  think  HSR  has  any  concern  about  our  welfare.  This  project  is 
already  happening  and  the  hearings  are  a  meaningless  formality.  What 
would  help  is: 

1 .  Clear  indication  notice  about  which  properties  will  be  taken. 

2.  Which  wells  will  be  affected  and  alternatives/assistance,  if  any,  available 
and  how  to  apply 

3.  Assistance,  if  any,  in  relocation 

4.  Clear  dates  of  notice  and  evacuation 

5.  Effects  on  remaining  town,  restoration,  population  change 

6.  Bypassing  the  town  will  obviously  effect  growth,  existing  businesses  and 
prospective  Real  Estate  buyers;  what  can  we  expect? 

7.  What  studies  have  been  made  which  can  guide  our  town  to  act  effectively 
for  its  current  population?  Future  population? 

Sincerely, 
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Christopher  and  Patricia  love 


Sent  from  my  iPad 
Patricia  Curran  Love 
Patriciacurranlove@me.com 
www.patriciacurranlove.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Submission  1411  (David  Lubow,  August  29,  2014) 


Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #337  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 
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Pending 
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No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 
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David 
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Santa  Clarita 

CA 

00000 

davework55@gmail.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  29,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 

Chief  Executive  Officer 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

770  L  Street,  Suite  800 

Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I’m  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14 
Freeway  in 

northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole, 
this  portion  as 

planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The 
proposed  route  would 

negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal 
has  already 

triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally 
planned  route  as  a 

way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets 
in  those 

communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and 
promising  debate 

could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 
Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the 
Palmdale  station 

and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly, 
more 

environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the 
Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 

Sincerely, 


David  Lubow 
Santa  Clarita  resident. 

Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  SR  14 
Form  Letter  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #475  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Shelly 

Last  Name  : 

Lynch 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

9922  Wheatland  Ave. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Shadow  Hills 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

818  468-0823 

Email  : 

sarshel@aol.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

1  am  writing  with  strong  objection  to  the  proposed  high  speed  rail  through  the 

Angeles  National  forest,  Lake  view  Terrace  and  Shadow  Hills. 

I  am  a  resident  at  9922  Wheatland  Avenue  in  Shadow  Hills  since  1985. 

I  think  this  proposal  to  be  irresponsible,  not  well  thought  out  and  a  huge  threat 
to  to  many,  many  residents  of  the  above  mentioned  area.  Including  myself. 
The  impact  and  destruction  to  this  area  would  be  insurmountable  . 

I  do  not  oppose  the  idea  of  high  speed  rail  transportation  as  long  as  the  lines 
are  built  in  areas  of  commerce  and  industry,  not 
residential  and  containing  sensitive  environment. 

I  have  seen  this  area  transform  and  modernize  over  the  years  and  believe 
most  of  this  to  be  progress.  The  tireless  efforts  of 

the  SHPOA  volunteers  and  residents  have  helped  to  ensure  this  area  stays  a 
rural  haven  for  those  of  us  who  love  animals  and 

the  natural  environment.  I  strongly  urge  you  to  drop  this  idea  of  upending  so 
many  people  and  perhaps  choose  a  route  along  the  5  and  14  freeways  with 
far  less  impact  on  so  many  people. 

Sincerely, 

Shelly  Lynch 
9922  Wheatland  Ave. 

Shadow  Hills,  CA  91040 
818  468-0823 
sarshel@aol.com 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #8  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues 


Pending 

8/4/2014 

No 

8/4/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan 

MacAdams 

Transit  Consultant 

269  S.  Beverly  Drive,  Unit  1187 

Beverly  Hills 

CA 

90212 

susan.macadams@gmail.com 


No 

:  August  4,  2014 


Susan  MacAdams 

Transit  Consultant 

269  S.  Beverly  Drive,  Unit  1187 

Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

ATTN:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin; 


The  recent  proposal  from  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  regarding 
the  tunneling  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale  overlooks  a  major  deterrent  from 
tunneling  under  the  San  Fernando  corridor:  the  flood  control  channels. 

These  channels  are  missing  from  the  maps  to  be  used  for  the  public  scoping 
meetings. 
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The  San  Fernando  corridor  has  suffered  from  great  flooding  in  years  past. 


http://www.kcet.org/socal/departures/columns/la-river/los-angeles-flood-of- 
1 938-channelization.html 


As  a  result,  flood  control  channels  were  built.  In  the  center  of  the 
schematic  map,  below,  the  Burbank  Western  Channel  parallels  the  5 
Freeway. 

The  proposed  HSR  closely  parallels  these  two  systems  to  the  south. 


http://www.watershedhealth.org/Files/map/51_LACDPW%20and%20ACOE% 

20Flood%20Control%20Channels.pdf 


In  the  photograph,  below,  the  bottom  of  the  Burbank  Western  channel  is 
about  25  feet  below  the  road  surface  at  Magnolia. 


http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Burbank_Western_Channel 


On  the  map,  the  proposed  HSR  route  turns  northwards  and  tunnels  under  the 
5 

Freeway  and  the  Burbank  Western  Channel.  The  track  alignment  criteria 
prohibits  sharp  turns  in  the  alignment  which  means  the  tunnel  will  go  under 
the  channel  and  the  freeway  in  a  wide  curve  at  a  diagonal  angle.  A  very 
long  curved  diagonal  angle.  There  will  be  many  structural  underpinning 
problems  along  the  5  Freeway,  the  major  interstate  trucking  commerce 
connection  between  southern  California  and  all  points  north. 


In  order  to  get  a  preliminary  idea  of  the  magnitude  of  the  alignment 
problems,  for  estimating  purposes,  the  outside  diameter  of  the  HSR  tunnel 
boring  machine  is  about  30  feet  (or  more)  with  the  tracks  about  5  feet 
above  the  bottom  of  the  tunnel. 


The  top  of  the  tunnel  boring  machine  must  be  at  least  10  feet  below  the 
bottom  of  the  drainage  channel,  unless,  at  the  intersection  of  the  Burbank 
Channel  and  HSR  alignment,  the  construction  is  cut  and  cover  technique. 
That  could  save  about  10  feet  of  additional  depth  required  for  tunneling 
under  the  channel.  But  this  construction  method  is  more  expensive  than 
tunneling  and  there  is  grave  doubt  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  would  ever 
allow  such  a  proposal.  What  if  there  was  another  flood  during  the  three 
years  of  construction  and  there  was  a  long  gaping  hole  at  the  bottom  of  the 
channel? 

*Horizontal  Analysis  of  HSR  tunneling  under  the  Burbank  Western  Channel:  * 

25  feet  (depth  of  channel)  +  10  feet  (minimum  distance  between  bottom  of 
channel  and  top  of  tunnel  boring  machine)  +  30  feet  (diameter  of  tunnel 
boring  machine)  -  5  feet  (bottom  of  tunnel  to  top  of  rail)  =  60  feet  below 
current  roadway  surfaces. 


The  HSR  track  must  be  at  least  60  feet  below  the  surface  before  it  can 
cross  under  the  Burbank  Western  Channel. 


*Vertical  analysis  of  HSR  tunneling  under  the  Burbank  Western  Channel:  * 
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HSR  design  criteria  limits  the  profile  decent  to  3%.  For  every  100  linear 
feet,  the  tracks  may  descend  3  feet.  Therefore,  to  descend  60  feet,  HSR 
needs  2000  linear  feet  of  track,  a  distance  of  more  than  one  third  mile. 


This  2000  foot  portal/tunnel  section  runs  parallel  to  the  5  Freeway  before 
achieving  a  depth  of  sixty  feet  before  it  can  turn  northwards. 


Where  will  this  one  third  mile  piece  of  infrastructure  that  parallels  the  5 
Freeway  be  located?  Please  discuss. 


Please  discuss  and  include  in  the  estimate  for  underpinning  the  5  Freeway. 
This  is  a  very  complex  and  expensive  proposition  and  should  be  included  as 
it  could  double  or  triple  the  amount  of  expense  of  tunneling  under  the 
freeway. 


In  addition,  tunneling  underneath  the  Los  Angeles  River  basin  network  has 
always  been  a  hazard.  Like  all  other  ancient  river  basins  throughout  Los 
Angeles  County,  there  is  a  mixed  face  of  debris:  large  boulders,  soft  sand 
and  occasional  deposits  of  tar  and  oil.  Not  good  for  tunnel  boring 
machines.  Not  recommended. 


Tunneling  under  the  Los  Angeles  River  was  proposed  in  order  to  build  the 
Orange  Line  Extension  into  East  LA.  When  the  Red  Line  Union  Station 
platform  was  built,  the  stub  outs  for  the  Orange  Line  tunnels  into  East  LA 
were  constructed  and  can  still  been  seen  from  the  east  end  of  the  station 
platform.  Extending  the  tunnels  did  not  occur  for  a  number  of  reasons  with 
the  mixed  face  geological  conditions  and  oil  deposits  cited  as  one  of  the 
major  factors.  As  your  offices  are  nearby  this  site,  it  is  recommended  that 
you  visit  the  Red  Line  Platform  at  Union  Station  and  observe  the  tunnel 
stub-outs. 


In  recent  years,  HSR  tunnels  were  proposed  under  the  LA  River  in  the 
vicinity  of  Union  Station  and  dropped  for  the  same  geological  reasons. 
There  should  be  a  record  of  these  alignments  in  your  offices. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 

Susan  MacAdams 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 


susan.macadams@gmail.com 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Submission  Date  : 
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Submission  Method  : 
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Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 
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State  : 
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Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  August  20,  2014 

Susan  MacAdams 

Transit  Consultant 

269  S.  Beverly  Drive,  Unit  1187 

Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

ATTN:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section,  Burbank  Station 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/20/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Susan 

MacAdams 

Transit  Consultant 

269  S.  Beverly  Drive 
Unit  1187 
Beverly  Hills 
CA 
90212 

susan.macadams@gmail.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin; 


The  recent  proposals  from  the  California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  (CAHSR) 
for  the  segment  between  Burbank  to  Palmdale  shows  a  station  at  Burbank 
Airport. 
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The  High  Speed  Rail  (HSR)  vehicles  will  be  powered  by  overhead  catenaries. 

Placing  catenary  wires  at  the  end  of  the  runway  will  create  an 
electromagnetic 

interference  with  flight  navigation  equipment  that  FAA  rules  do  not  allow. 

The  rules  require  the  current  HSR  proposal  be  altered  and  the  station  built 
in  a  covered  trench,  which  will  increase  the  costs  for  the  station 
construction  ten-fold. 


Airport  runway  and  landing  patterns  are  governed  by  rules  established  by 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA). 


*“The  prime  objective  of  the  FAA  in  conducting  Obstruction  Evaluation 
studies  is  to  ensure  the  safety  of  air  navigation  and  the  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  by  aircraft.  **However,  when  conflicts 
arise  concerning  a  structure  being  studied,  the  FAA  emphasizes  the  need  for 
conserving  the  navigable  airspace  for  aircraft,  preserving  the  integrity  of 
the  national  airspace  system,  and  protecting  air  navigation  facilities  from 
either  electromagnetic  or  physical  encroachments  that  would  preclude  normal 
operation.”  * 


http://www.faa.gov/about/office_org/headquarters_offices/arc/programs/aosc/ 

media/AOSC_DD_02b_Summary.pdf 


Twenty  years  ago,  METRO’S  Green  Line  was  designed  to  turn  northwards 
from 

the  center  of  the  105  Freeway  and  drop  down  and  travel  northwards  along 
along  Aviation  Boulevard  to  the  Los  Angeles  International  Airport  (LAX). 
Eventually,  The  FAA  denied  the  surface  alignment  along  Aviation  because  of 
the  electromagnetic  interference  caused  by  the  catenaries.  The  tracks  along 
Aviation  would  have  to  be  built  below  grade  and  covered  in  a  trench. 


The  profile  of  the  Green  Line  could  not  descend  from  the  aerial  station  to 
meet  the  sub-surface  alignment  due  to  the  constraints  of  METRO’S  criteria. 
In  addition,  the  expenditures  for  a  trenched  segment  would  increase  the 
construction  budget  ten  fold  and  that  funding  had  not  been  allocated.  The 
system  was  truncated. 


The  problems  presented  by  the  Green  Line  catenary  at  LAX  and  the  HSR 
catenary  at  Burbank  Airport  are  similar. 


In  a  cross  section,  looking  northwards,  from  left  to  right,  these  are  the 
components  at  each  location: 


Green  Line:  end  of  airport  runway,  BNSF  railroad,  Aviation  Boulevard,  Green 
Line  tracks 


HSR  at  Burbank  Airport:  end  of  airport  runway,  San  Fernando  Road, 
Metrolink 

railroad,  HSR  station 


During  the  design  phase  of  the  Green  Line,  several  agencies  (FAA,  DOA, 
DOT, 

Caltrans,  METRO,  LAX)  met  for  five  years  to  discuss  the  clearance  problems 
of  the  catenaries  at  the  end  of  the  runway.  Since  the  Burlington  Northern 
traveled  on  the  west  side  of  Aviation,  closer  to  the  end  of  the  runway,  and 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-855 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1415  (Susan  MacAdams,  August  20,  2014)  -  Continued 


the  Green  Line  would  travel  on  the  east  side,  further  from  the  runway,  it 
was  believed  that  the  alignment  would  be  approved. 


The  catenaries  met  the  FAA  vertical  clearances  for  runway  take  off  and 
landing.  But  eventually  the  FAA  would  not  accept  the  electromagnetic 
interference  from  the  catenaries  and  would  not  allow  the  transit  line  to  be 
constructed  along  Aviation  Boulevard.  Because  of  my  position  as  the  Track 
Design  Manager  for  the  Green  Line,  I  attended  severai  of  the  meetings.  At 
the  end  of  design,  it  was  disheartening  to  pull  the  drawings  from  several 
contracts  that  provided  the  track  details  essential  for  connecting  into  the 
Airport. 


Today,  the  proposed  Crenshaw  Line  travels  along  Aviation,  using  the 
previous  Green  Line  alignment,  but  the  tracks  and  catenary  will  be  buried 
in  a  covered  trench  to  prevent  electromagnetic  interference. 


*“ln  the  case  of  such  a  conflicting  demand  for  the  airspace  by  a  proposed 
construction  or  alteration,  the  first  consideration  should  be  given  to 
altering  the  proposal.”  FAA  ruling* 


It  will  not  be  possible  to  put  the  High  Speed  Rail  Station  in  a  trench.  The 
costs  will  increase  ten  fold  over  the  proposed  surface  tracks. 


At  the  CAHSR  meeting  on  August  19,  2014,  at  Union  Station,  I  discussed  this 
matter  with  your  environmental  group  leader  Karl  Fielding.  Dan  Weikel  of 
the  Los  Angeles  Times,  whose  speciality  is  airport  safety,  joined  our 
conversation  and  confirmed  he  had  contacted  the  FAA  regarding  the  ruling 
and  verified  the  situation  as  correct:  electromagnetic  interference  would 
not  be  allowed  at  the  end  of  the  runway. 


As  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration  (FRA)  has  been  augmenting  the 
budget 

of  CAHSR,  their  organization  and  the  United  States  Congressional  House 
Committee  on  Transportation  are  concerned  with  the  lack  of  oversight  on  the 
project.  Using  the  FRA’s  own  terminology,  this  is  a  “show  stopper”  as  the 
costs  will  far  exceed  the  benefits. 


Since  Los  Angeles  METRO  has  experienced  set  backs  with  transit  designs  at 
the  end  of  runways,  it  is  recommended  that  the  design  for  the  High  Speed 
Rail  Station  at  Burbank  Airport  be  deleted  from  the  proposal  as  building  a 
HSR  station  in  a  trench  seems  a  dreary  and  bleak  proposition. 


Building  an  aerial  station  in  downtown  San  Fernando  City  may  be  the  best 
option. 


Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  this  matter. 


Susan  MacAdams 
310-994-8407 

susan.macadams@gmail.com 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-856 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1415  (Susan  MacAdams,  August  20,  2014)  -  Continued 


General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
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Commupits  on  High  Speed  fld<i  Proposal  AUJChment  it  1 
1  Local  effects 

Effects  ai  CKSR  on  dur  prope  rfy. 

We:  own  b  iugdl  jidiCCly  ^buve  the  Iniie*  t,myuM  tfrrM  m  At  tun  Our  hou:.^  it  i>n  oneof  the  10  jr.ru 

parcel 

There  are  2  other  1 D  aatt  jinreel-.  adjacent  and  {2}  5  acre  parcels,  beautiful  view  site*,  and  one  2  acre 
parcel. 

We  have  □  lol  ol  ihc  properly  with  u  sign-ltkdnl  investment  in  vmeyjrd  infrastructure  Ah  of  u  would  tu 
wonhlesy  withpoi  the  ground  wfltfii 

We  have  S  wells  scattered  ovar ihi  property.  All  df  them  roughly  drawing  water  from  aquifers  from  100 
to  4(W  Feet  deep. 

One  of  fhp  .iJi^nmejiU  nn  ynui  in^pi  rlewfihp*  a  lirnnel  hen^lh  a  parr  .'if  ckji  properties  which  Wfltikl 
haw  to  he  about  2QD  or  mmv  feet  deep,  This  would  eliminate  the  aquifers. 

it  is  unknown  what  the  effects  of  vibration  would  baw  on  the  surrounding  ground.  Since  this  area  ii 
dtrdddv  u^tuhfiihgd  us  being  ydturgted  wl U ■  walyr  (otherwise  my  w^li^  wuuiu  ber  dry]  the  vl b rahvn i  1  ro m 
I  he  I  r  dirt1. 1  ill  rid  cans  I  ■  li  1 1  uefec  1 10  n  of  the  vuil  d  nd  water  :■  u  r*  utmJkig  I  he  I  uunel  Li  - 1  u  fifed  Lion  Irani 
ejrthquakfts  iSiiiinwn  to  he  n  deitrucTi^e  factor  To  properties  which  re.ct  on  the  unstable  50<l  during 
^arthriuakts.  Uquefeeben  is  an  unknown  and  k  not  toemff  diicu^sed. 

If  ihu  alignment  a  flee,  ting,  us  iythayuii  flits  project  w:wj1d  mate  allot  my  prpp-eity  uil  saleable  ns  it  Is 
now  i  he  vrnoyjifri  would  h«?  a  liability  vines  need  water  tven  i  water  were  in  be  brought  r-orn.  County 
SouriX-'-.  il  wnyld  bo  prohibitive  ekpen^n  wi&>- 

Pr^perty  values  ate-  beln^  trashed  new  as  the  threat  of  the  tram  is  being  publicized.  Realtors  have  to 
d^dosc  the  Uuirt  to  prospective  buye-r^,  01  course  thrs  will  affect  then1  udriuj  it  the  CH^FT  n^eds  to 
acquire  property  through  eminent  domain,  At  Cfiol  time  how  will  property  awnerabc  proprrly 
r.^mperrs-iEetl  fnr  property,  when  th*  pfopprry  value  hay  already  been  trashed  by  the  thr  gal  yf  Hie 
ir.nine.  No  fegilima.1*  Appraiser  rSfl  use  whdT  a  prnperry  user!  Tn  be  worth  a*  ft  guide,  hicE  I  hey  h,Wl  in 
compare  li  to  other  like  properties.  Once  the  train  route  a  accepted,  all  properties  in  Ac  ton  will  havo  a 
significant  loss  of  vslufi.  Thnre  will  be  no  com  parable  properties  that  have  not  been  negatively  affected 

Tilly  d  mipunl  S  1 U  Imrcr  S  U  C<  I  n  tfi -m  n.i  t ipn 
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2  -  General  EFfetls  of  the  High  Speed  Rail  on  life  in  California-  Attachment  fl  2 

This  project,  when  completed,  at  current  estimates  of  eventual  cost,  k  roughly  at  IQO  billion  find  rising, 
Wo  project  of  I  his  type  has  ever  been  completed  at  anywhere  near  the  early  estimates. 

California's  Infrastructure,  [Highways,  Water  sources,  etc. I  is  famous  for  being  vastly  inferior  lo  adjoining 
States,  Ask  anyone  travelling  From  an  adjacent  state.  IDO  billion  would  \vj  a  long  way  to  making  this  state 
even  remotely  comparable  to  our  neighbors.  Yet  this  proposal  is  planning  to  spend  all  this  money  on  a 
basically  useless  train  for  the  vast  majority  ol  California nc.  It  will  benefit  a  few,  leaving  the  rest  of 
California  with  a  broken  infrastructure. 

The  trains  will  accommodate  a  tiny  fraction  of  our  population.  The  vasE  majority  of  Californians  would 
not  lind  the  locations  sufficiently  convenient  to  even  consider  the  use  of  this  rail  lino.  But  they  will  pay 
for  It,  and  it's  operations  anywiy  it  Is  not  possible,  and  it  Is  not  even  being  advertised  as  such,  that 
ticket  sales  will  pay  for  the  operation  of  the  trains.  This  means  Subsidies  by  taxpayers  after  the  builders 
of  the  line  take  their  profits  and  arc  gone.  Taxpayers  throughout  California  will  all  pay  taxes  to  keep  the 
trains  running,  it  is  doubtful  that  ticket  sales  that  reflect  actual  costs  could  ever  be  less  than  an  airline 
ticket,  and  likely  would  be  way  higher  That  will  demand  taxpayers  to  pay  to  Keep  these  tinim  running, 
rather  than  those  who  supposedly  benefit  From  the  train.  If  the  Ticket  prices  reflect  actual  operating 
casts,  the  tickets  would  be  So  high,  there  would  be  np  riders. 

I  go  to  ten  Francisco  only  once  every  few  years.  Airplanes  have  been  aFfordable,  fast,  and  my  favorite 
way  to  travel1.  This  train  would  not  ever  Interest  mer  even  though  I  five  in  an  area  where  it  would  be  a 
possibility  I  will  continue  to  Fly. 

Nothing  has  been  presented  that  addresses  the  safety  of  the  train.  It  has  not  been  described  In  the 
presentations  how  (he  trains  will  bo  protected  from  terrorist  sabotage,  as  we  are  when  we  take  the 
lirUnH. 

Can  passengers  put  luggage  on  the  train  which  contain  bombs,  and  then  leave  the  (rain? 

Are  passengers  subject  to  the  same  screening  that  airline  Flights  go  through? 

Can  terrorists  cut  through  a  fence  In  an  Isolated  area  and  attach  a  device,  made  In  a  common  machine 
shop,  bolted  to  the  traekr  which  derails  a  train  running  into  It?  A  train  at  200  mph.  If  derailed,  would 
make  a  powerful  statement  for  even  a  small  group  pi  terrorists  with  little  funding.  No-gne  would  likely 
survive  It. 

If  the  train  requires  the  same  screening  processes  as  the  airlines,  there  would  be  even  less  reason  to  use 
the  train  foe  travel .  if  the  train  does  allow  simple  boarding,  it  will  be  a  prime  target  for  even  a  small 
terrorist  group  lo  make  a  big  statement  with  little  effort. 

An  airline  is  a  much  better  way  to  travel, 

Spend  this  money  on  making  California's  Infrastructure  comfortable  for  all  Californians,  Not  Just  foe  a 
tiny  fraction  of  the  population. 
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Mark  A,  McLoughiin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention;  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 
Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
7C0  Worth  Alameda  Street,  Room  3.533 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90013 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #488  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Margie 

Mannos 


00000 


margie@mancomacs.com 


Though  in  favor  of  high  speed  rails  I  am  opposed  to  the  train  lines  coming 
through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills.  This  type  of  project  needs 
to 

go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not  residential,  sensitive  , 
and  unspoiled  places.  This  city  has  already  compromised  on  natural  habitat 
too  much,  there^  far  too  little  nature  left.  I  believe  the  environmental 
impact  makes  this  a  very,  very  poor  idea  .  You  need  to  come  up  with  a  better 
more  feasible  plan  that  will  not  destroy  this  rural  and  important  area. 
Sincerely,  Marjorie  Mannos 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

Support  CAHSR  Project,  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Envfron mental  Services 
Attention:  Pafmdsle  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90D12 
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Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Se Alices 
AUejitioru  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIRiEfS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street  Room  3  532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  9CQ12 
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Remold  &  Smya  Martin  August  1G,  20H 

1G5G6  Goodvala  Rd. 

Canyon  Country,  QA  013B7 

Mr,  Mark  A  McLaughlin  Director  gt  Enylronmanial  SarvicaE 

AT  TM.  Proposed  ocvcJgpmuni  of  the  PuFifids!e  (o  Bui  bar*  High  Speed  Railway  Prefect  Section 

California  Higir-SpeadRailAuihoniy 
Southern  California  Rag^nad  Office 
700  N  Alameda.  Room  3-S32 
Um  Angeto,  CAUG012 


DeaT  Sir. 

I  writ©  In  connection  with  the  above  planning  applies  Ion  My  family  and  I  have  llM«d  In 
Acton  For  1*  years  and  currently  own  10  acres  (directly  on  one  of  the  proposed  alignments), 
Which  we  hope  lo  build  0  bouse  on  soon  Currently,  we  live  in  Canyon  Cowitry  near  Sand 
Canyon  Rd  (also  where  IMu  proposed  lugh  speed  railway  would  be  pasting  by}  We  have 
*=  ALinilnndi  the  plans  for  the  proposed  railway  After  considering  the  impact  and  outcome  we  wish 
to  strongly  ob[eot  to  she  development  of  an  elevated  h^h  ^peed  railway  bisecting  through  our 
beloved  town  of  Acton  and  city  or  Canyon  Country, 

We  believe  that  an  elevated  I tigtl  speed  <  s^lway  will  not  Just  change  our  town  and  cily  bui 
destroy  Ihe  vary  naturw  of  (ham  Here  ara  just  soma  of  the  nEgative  outcomes  of  the  nign  spaed 
railway 


-  Wa  will  lose  oui  properly  value, 

*  Problems  posing  riovstopmant  of  school  dicrrlcts  Tha  rail  auihority's  preferred  route  nearly 
runs  IhroiJflh  Vasques  High  School  and  will  significantly  affect  the  district  plans  for  a 
permanent  high  school  site  fuel  south  and  east  ol  tha  existing  temporary  campus 

*  Noise  up  to  00  decibels,  specially  of  lurtnef  anlrancesfaxiete 

*  1  toalih  probJorna  ssaocrated  with  loud  nurse,  expected  eveiy  to  S  minutes  since  two  (rams 
will  Oin  520  mph  twelve^  times  j>er  hour 

*  People  will  move  away  leading  to  tot  ©T  social  network- 

*  Lo&s  hf  wildlife  ^nri  habitat 

-  Visual  blight  due  to  concrete  viadncls  and  berms  1(10  to  1  JO  Fest  wide  at  (ho  bane 

*  Safety  issues  dus  Eg  earthquake,  deraifmenter  fire. 

.  !_o%s  of  racj&atian,  especially  hlkriyg  and  horse-hank  tiding,  damped  by  sound  {Morass  do  mi 
l  olerffie  sudden  loud  sounds). 

*  The  money  does  not  otf  bf  to  build  It 

IP  r.inpJnq.  we  understand  that  [he  train  Is  going  to  run  through  soir<e  luuto  Becuu^  ul  ibis 
inevltehlllly  we  ask  ihaf  you  pleas*  fallow  the  east  side  of  Lht  alternate  couidur  [new  study 
area].  Trial  route  would  avoad  most  of  Aden  altogelher  and  preserve  at  least  soma  of  the 
general  area.  Please  consider  Uie  alternate  cctfidul  route,  which  will  be  ihe  unlyand  besl  option 
for  the  community 
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Ronatd  &  Srtnyn  Martin 


August  10,  20 1  : 


lt?S0S  Guddvdk;  Rd. 

Canyon  GdUrilry,  CA  013fl7 

Mr.  Mirk  A.  McLcughHn  Director  at  Environ  mania  I  Services 

ATTN  Proposed  riftvatoptnenl  of  me  Palmdale  tv  Surbur ik  Hiyi  i  Speed  Railmy  Hr»jett  Section 

Californio  High-Speed  RAll  Authority 
Southern  California  Regional  Ofltee 
7M  N  Alameda.  Room  3-532 
Lue  Angeles.  GA  90012 


063f  Sir 


I  write  m  conneciion  with  me  above  planning  application  My  family  and  I  havy  lived  in 
Acton  for  ?-i  years  and  currently  own  to  *ofe&  (tin  Killy  on  one  of  111#  proposed  niignmants) 
wftieh  we  hope  to  ouiiit  a  house  on  soon.  Currency,  we  uve  in  Canyon  Country  near  Sand 
Canyon  Rtf  (alto  where  me  proposed  m^h  speed  railway  would  be  pj&hfig  by}  We  Have 
uxumifiuU  foe  ptarrafoir  the  ruriway.  After  conanJaring  the  impact  and  autnnmfi  we  with- 

to  strongly  object  to  (he  dovelopmenl  of  an  elevated  high  speed  railway  bisecting  through  ou^ 
bafoyad  (own  of  Acton  eod  city  of  Canyon  Country 

We  hasieve  mat  an  elevated  nigh  speed  railway  will  not  just  change  our  town  gnd  city  but 
destroy  [Me  very  oulum  or  Eh*™  Here  just  some  or  me  negative  outcomes  of  the  high  speed 
railway 


*  We  win  lose  aur  property  value. 

Problems  posing  development  d  school  districts  The  ran  authority's  preferred  route  ne^fiv 
runs  through  VasqpM  High  School  and  will  sjgnlfifjmtly  ad^r.i  the  ditfrid  s  plans  for  * 
IMflnancnl  high  *cbou*  site  /UfltsOMh  oi>d  east  vi  the  ctcshny  temporary  campus 

-  Noise  up  to  90  decibels.  especially  al  tunnel  entrances/eaisls 

-  Health  problems  associated  wrth  loud  ncii^e.  exacted  every  5  to  G  minute^  smcv  two  (jauts 
will  run  220  Trph  twelve's  limes  pen  hour. 

-  Pftopla  wik  mnvft  away  leading  in  ipka  of  portal  network 

*  Lus&  of  wildlife  ami  habitat 

■  Visual  bi-ight  due  to  concrete  viaducts  and  n-sn1*  1<3D  to  170  foet  wide  al  (he  turn* 

-  Safety  Muss  due  to  earlhqLttJtt,  ftersltmerrt  or  fins 

-  Loiidl  cecrealron.  especralry  hiking  and  horseback  itdmg  drs»upled  by  sound  (homes  do  not 
loi&rate  sudden  loud  sounds) 

-  I  ho  monoy  does  n  of  e mst  to  build  »i 

In  dosing,  we  understand  that  the  train  m  going  to  run  through  some  ruute  btesaus-e  of  this 
inevitability  we  asklhal  you  please  follow  the  easl  srds  of  lha  aftemate  corridor  [new  tin. Jy 
That  mule  would  avoid  most  of  Acton  sllog ether  and  preserve  st  fb^l  some  of  rhu  ' 
yerwai  zten  Pleas*  consider  the  alternate  comdor  route,  winch  wHl  ba  foe  only  und  best  option 
loa  foe  community 


then*  you 
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Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/15/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/12/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Gina 

Last  Name  : 

Martin 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

11480  Ruggiero  Avenue 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Lake  View  Terrace 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

00000 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

gmartin@nelsonhardiman.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin,  Councilman  Fuentes  and  Supervisor  Antonovich, 

I  am  writing  to  strongly  oppose  the  Alternative  Corridor  route  through  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  from  Palmdale  to  Burbank.  A  route  through  the 
national  forest,  whether  above  ground,  at  grade  or  by  tunnel  underground, 
would  have  a  substantial  negative  impact  on  natural  resources  and  would 
destroy  the  natural  environment  of  one  of  the  last  remaining  undisturbed 
wildlife  areas  in  the  greater  Los  Angeles  area.  The  Angeles  National  Forest 
is  a  habitat  for  many  species  of  plants  and  animals,  including  some 
endangered  species  such  as  the  Bell's  Vireo  bird,  bighorn  sheep  and 
mountain  yellow-legged  frogs.  It  is  a  travel  corridor  for  a  wide  variety  of 
wildlife  who  make  their  homes  in  the  forest  which  is  otherwise  untouched  by 
human  development. 

The  Proposition  approved  by  voters  requires  that  the  route  for  the  High 
Speed  Rail  follow  existing  transportation  corridors,  of  which  there  are  none 
through  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  The  original  route  along  Interstate  14 
and  Interstate  5  already  has  established  transportation  systems  and  is  better 
suited  towards  high  speed  rail.  Furthermore,  the  Angeles  National  Forest  has 
a  significant  number  of  blue  line  streams  and  natural  springs.  Tunneling 
through  those  streams  could  dewater  our  natural  resources  which  we  cannot 
afford  to  lose,  especially  given  the  current  and  ongoing  drought  conditions  in 
Los  Angeles. 

The  geology  of  the  national  forest  and  surrounding  foothill  areas  is  not 
conducive  to  tunneling  for  a  project  of  this  magnitude.  The  tunnels  would 
cross  several  active  earthquake  faults  and  would  pass  through  a  known  flood 
plain  with  soil  that  is  subject  to  expansion  and  liquefaction.  The  area  has 
experienced  severe  flooding  in  recent  years  which  washed  out  bridges, 
cemeteries  and  brought  large  boulders  and  debris  down  the  wash  and  into 
the  foothill  communities.  It  would  be  ill-advised  to  tunnel  through  an  area  with 
such  known  instability  and  the  cost  to  ensure  safe  conditions  given  the 
instability  would  be  cost  prohibitive  and  a  waste  of  taxpayer  dollars. 

Finally,  the  recreational  value  of  the  national  forest  and  surrounding  foothill 
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assets  is  significant  and  not  to  be  overlooked.  Almost  4  million  people  visit 
the  area  per  year  to  enjoy  hiking,  biking,  picnicking,  fishing,  horseback  riding, 
wildlife  observation,  and  other  family  recreational  activities.  The  area  is 
available  at  little  or  no  cost  to  people  of  all  economic  and  ethnic  backgrounds 
and  is  one  of  the  last  remaining  locations  in  Southern  California  where 
families  can  go  and  experience  our  native  California  environment  and  engage 
in  healthy  outdoor  activities.  To  route  a  high  speed  train  through  this  rich 
natural  area  that  would  cut-off  or  restrict  access  to  Angelinos  of  all  cultural 
backgrounds  would  be  a  downright  crime.  For  this  reason  and  all  the  above 
listed  reasons,  I  strongly  request  and  support  that  study  of  this  alternative 
route  be  disposed  of  before  further  expense  is  incurred. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Gina  Martin 
Homeowner 
11480  Ruggiero  Ave. 
Lake  View  Terrace,  CA 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 
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Project  Email 
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Professional  Title  : 
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Address  : 
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Dear  Mr.  McLoughlin,  Councilman  Fuentes  and  Supervisor  Antonovich . 

I  am  very  much  opposed  to  the  HSR  Alternative  Corridor  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  route.  I  am  dismayed  that  at  the  urging  of  other  politicians,  you  have 
decided  to  try  and  change  the  route  to  a  "lower  class  non-voting  Hispanic 
area".  This  statement  was  a  quote  from  one  of  the  people  running  the 
information  meetings  that  have  been  going  on  over  the  past  couple  of 
months.  I  would  urge  Councilman  Fuentes  and  Supervisor  Antonovich  to 
remember  that  the  people  in  Lake  View  Terrace,  Sunland,  Tujunga  and 
Shadow  Hills,  also  know  how  to  vote  and  that  we  are  organizing  to  oppose 
this  new  alternative  route.  Your  decision  to  support  this  route,  if  and  when 
you  finally  make  one,  will  determine  who  I  vote  for  in  the  next  election.  I  do 
not  want  this  route  even  considered. 

There  are  many  reasons  that  I  do  not  want  this  route  considered  (see  below), 
but  the  most  important  one  to  me  is  that  I  do  not  want  my  home  confiscated 
and  then  my  taxes  raised  to  pay  for  a  more  expensive  route  for  a  train  that 
very  few  people  will  actually  use.  I  am  sure  that  the  non-voting  lower  class 
Hispanics  feel  the  same  way.  Please  don't  support  this  Alternative  Route  just 
because  some  middle  and  upper  class  white  people  in  Santa  Clarita  and 
other  cities  along  the  interstate  5  route  have  your  ear. 

A  route  through  the  national  forest,  whether  above  ground,  at  grade  or  by 
tunnel  underground,  would  have  a  substantial  negative  impact  on  natural 
resources  and  would  destroy  the  natural  environment  of  one  of  the  last 
remaining  undisturbed  wildlife  areas  in  the  greater  Los  Angeles  area.  The 
Angeles  National  Forest  is  a  habitat  for  many  species  of  plants  and  animals, 
including  some  endangered  species  such  as  the  Bell's  Vireo  bird,  bighorn 
sheep  and  mountain  yellow-legged  frogs.  It  is  a  travel  corridor  for  a  wide 
variety  of  wildlife  who  make  their  homes  in  the  forest  which  is  otherwise 
untouched  by  human  development. 

The  Proposition  approved  by  voters  requires  that  the  route  for  the  High 
Speed  Rail  follow  existing  transportation  corridors,  of  which  there  are  none 
through  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  The  original  route  along  Interstate  14 
and  Interstate  5  already  has  established  transportation  systems  and  is  better 
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suited  towards  high  speed  rail.  Furthermore,  the  Angeles  National  Forest  has 
a  significant  number  of  blue  line  streams  and  natural  springs.  Tunneling 
through  those  streams  could  dewater  our  natural  resources  which  we  cannot 
afford  to  lose,  especially  given  the  current  and  ongoing  drought  conditions  in 
Los  Angeles. 

The  geology  of  the  national  forest  and  surrounding  foothill  areas  is  not 
conducive  to  tunneling  for  a  project  of  this  magnitude.  The  tunnels  would 
cross  several  active  earthquake  faults  and  would  pass  through  a  known  flood 
plain  with  soil  that  is  subject  to  expansion  and  liquefaction.  The  area  has 
experienced  severe  flooding  in  recent  years  which  washed  out  bridges, 
cemeteries  and  brought  large  boulders  and  debris  down  the  wash  and  into 
the  foothill  communities.  It  would  be  ill-advised  to  tunnel  through  an  area  with 
such  known  instability  and  the  cost  to  ensure  safe  conditions  given  the 
instability  would  be  cost  prohibitive  and  a  waste  of  taxpayer  dollars. 

Finally,  the  recreational  value  of  the  national  forest  and  surrounding  foothill 
assets  is  significant  and  not  to  be  overlooked.  Almost  4  million  people  visit 
the  area  per  year  to  enjoy  hiking,  biking,  picnicking,  fishing,  horseback  riding, 
wildlife  observation,  and  other  family  recreational  activities.  The  area  is 
available  at  little  or  no  cost  to  people  of  all  economic  and  ethnic  backgrounds 
and  is  one  of  the  last  remaining  locations  in  Southern  California  where 
families  can  go  and  experience  our  native  California  environment  and  engage 
in  healthy  outdoor  activities.  To  route  a  high  speed  train  through  this  rich 
natural  area  that  would  cut-off  or  restrict  access  to  Angelinos  of  all  cultural 
backgrounds  would  be  a  downright  crime.  For  this  reason  and  all  the  above 
listed  reasons,  I  strongly  request  and  support  that  study  of  this  alternative 
route  be  disposed  of  before  further  expense  is  incurred. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Tom  Martin 
Homeowner 
11480  Ruggiero  Ave. 
Lake  View  Terrace,  CA 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 

Form  Letter  : 
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Ma  rk  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention-  Palmdafeio  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EJIUEIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  Noitlr  Alameda  Street,.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  00012 
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CALIFORNIA 

1  lifjh-SpeciJ  FT-u  il  Aulhari  ry 

70D  North  Alameda  Street,  Ftaam  3-512 

Los  Angles,  CABCllM? 


Mark  A.  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environ  men  Lai  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3*532 
Los  Angeles*  CA  3  0012 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #736  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

9/8/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Lisa 

Last  Name  : 

Matulich 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

33210  Margarita  Hills  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

lcmatulich@hotmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

No 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin:We  strongly  object  to  the  construction  of  the  Palmdale  to 

Burbank  section  of  the  High  Speed  Rail.  In  fact,  we  strongly  object  to  the 
entire  project  on  so  many  levels.  First  of  all,  the  benefit  to  cost  ratio  to  our 
community  is  completely  upside  down.  We  receive  absolutely  no  beneficial 
value  at  all.  There  will  be  such  a  devastating  impact  on  our  community  in 
many  ways.  Our  community  relies  on  private  wells  and  septic  systems  and 
this  construction  project  will  destroy  our  underground  aquifer  system  and 
therefore  will  negatively  effect  each  and  every  resident.  This  will  in  turn  create 
financial  ruin  by  drastically  lowering  property  values.  The  vibration  pollution 
will  not  only  disturb  livestock  and  pets,  but  also  the  natural  wildlife  habitats  of 
the  area.  Noise  pollution,  electromagnetic  interference  and  radiation  also 
result  in  negative  impacts  to  our  environment.  Also  there  is  the  possibility  of 
instability  due  to  the  earthquake  faults  in  the  area  .California  is  in  a  very 
dangerous  drought  right  now.  Where  does  the  High  Speed  Rail  Commission 
plan  to  get  water  for  the  actual  construction  portion  of  this  project?As  long 
time  residents  of  Acton,  we  wish  to  again  voice  our  strong  objection  to  this 
project.  If  the  project  does  go  ahead  we  believe  using  the  alternative  corridor 
through  the  mountains  under  the  Angeles  National  Forest  would  be  a  better 
option  as  it  would  affect  fewer  people  and  preserve  our  water  source  and 
quiet  rural  lifestyle. 

Thomas  and  Lisa  Matulich33210  Margarita  Hills  Dr  Acton,  CA  93510 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #222  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/23/2014 

No 

8/20/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Vanessa 

May 


Lake  View  Terrace 

CA 

00000 

may.vanessa.d@gmail.com 


Greetings  CA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority, 


President  Obama  may  soon  declare  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  a  national 
monument.  The  request  has  been  submitted  by  Pasadena  Congresswoman 
Judy 
Chu. 


It  is  highly  likely  that  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  will  be  awarded  this 
designation.  Consequently,  the  proposed  Alternative  Corridor  -  New  Study 
Area  that  tunnels  through  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  in  no  longer  prudent. 

Please  proceed  with  Proposed  HSR  Alignments  as  it  make  more  fiscal  and 
common  sense. 

Respectfully, 

Vanessa  May 

Lake  View  Terrace  Resident 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  SR  14 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 

Hi.-iiiii.j  MayLiT'Ti  v 

Uscjtiq*.  Actfln 

1M4  FI  run  ,ndqr  ITim-,  A*  I  till,  CA  ‘1*5  3 

cqijn 


PtfWfi/r  to  BurfmnJr  JectJorr 

ScnJ-jJijiy  CtmJ 

Am(UIE  ??,  ?011 

STAIF ymi  PAI  WD  ALT  1 0  0UF  BANK 
TO  LOSAN&ELti 


The  envtron mental  Issues  that  t  am  concerned  with  arid  that  i  woulrf  like  in 
addressed  m  the  Paimbaki  to  Burbank  projeci  level  environ  mortal  document  are 

I  have  lived  in  Acton  lor  ihe  past  25  years  I  grew  up  rn  GFfindale,  CA  and  know 
whai  It  ss  like  to  itve  in  the  vaifey  I  moved  to  Acton  to  got  away  from  Ihe  chaos  ot  the 
dty  wilh  nil  the  trofffc.  lights,  people  and  the  noise  Ihal  eon  Has  a  lung  with  r.ity  living 
Having  a  high-speed  Irain  running  through  our  town  of  Aden  will  completely  alter  the 
beautifully  serene  area  ihal  we  all  know  Acton  to  bo, 

The  Wildlife  that  lives  m  the  area  and  surrounding  aieas  will  bo  pushed  out  of 
the[r  noiural  environment  The  quail,  bobcats,  roadrunnots  and  ihe  lika  will  Eo*e  rheir 
brooding  grounds  and  their  natural  habitat.  Their  habitat  will  how  bn  a  lunnel  -nr  a 
viaduct  carrying  a  speedmg  Ira  in?  How  will  the  HSftA  protect  the  natural  surroundings 
Of  Acton  and  Oil  the  wildlife  thpl  flourishes  here? 

In  Acton,  we  cherish  the  dark  night  sky  How  much  lighting  is  going  to  be  needed 
lo  light  the  path  of  this  high  speed  tram?  Wall  mose  lights  be  on  nil  nighi  therefore 
lighting  up  the  da'Nness  that  we  ve  Iried  to  preserve?  How  will  the  HSHA  keep  our  night 
sky  dark? 

Here  in  Acton  we  also  Chens h  tho  clean,  dear  air  wh  are  an  blessed  to  breathe 
How  will  Ihe  HSR  A  control  ihe  armour  it  of  dust  lhat  construction  pi  this  magnitude  Will 
bung?  Volley  Fever  is  o  significant  risk  m  consiructron  zones  such  a*  these  especially 
in  the  tfeserl  How  will  ihe  H5RA  protect  us  hum  all  She  small  particles,  bacteria,  fungus 
arid  other  dangerous  airborne  pertidlOs  lhai  wt;  will  be  breathing?  those  of  us  with 
alt&rgics  and  asthma  will  suffer  more  from  all  of  those  particles  Then*  is  Serpentine 
rock  ih  our  area.  Thot  Serpentine  rock  can  letease  asbestos  How  will  the  HSRA  keep 
asbestos  from  poisoning  our  ail  and  ground,  and  waters  Will  I  tie  I ISRA  cover  medical 
bills  incurred  duo  lo  illness  because  ot  the  airborne  pathogens? 

Acton  is  -a  location  rich  with  ol  history.  Native  American  arlifacts  have  been  found 
locally.  There  are  mine®  in  our  area  that  are  in  history  books  itie  Pacific  Crest  Trail 
runs  through  Acton  How  many  yet  lo  bo  found  pieces  of  history  will  bn  destroyed,  lost 
forever  if  o  high-speed  I  ram  is  muled  through  Acton  How  ts  the  HSRA  going  to  keep 
Acton  From  toeing  port  of  history? 
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to/flMklfe  Jfi  Rufhank  invjfrirr 
Scoping  comment  Card 

CALIFORNIA  High  -SpL-ud  Rail  Authority 

Uian«*  Arf*vU"r*y  A4Ii*u rA  7  7.  70  j  »t 

Mpeung  LDrtifltin  fcaen  SlATEWlUt 

I H4-1  fcl  Ut'iTiii'h  I  Drive,  C  A  33M1J  R I  JR  RANH  TO  I  OS  ANCiE  LES 

c|j  .IrirU  PiTV  lluJli 

IF1R1 1?  M -91 77 


Mow  will  rhe  1 1  SR  A  preserve  (he  wtural  brush  and  vegetation  Hint  be  lungs  in 
Acton?  Mow  much  qt  our  vshw  of  our  beloved  surround  &  will  be  blocked  by  elevated 
struct i jrenv  I'hnss  Klf  nature*.  made  in  earn/  a  speeding  train  through  our  town  yf  Aetefi 
A  high-speed  train  I  hat  will  create  noise  and  vibration  ihal  will  constantly  disrupt  the 
peaceful  atmuapheie  we  tia^e  in  Aulun.  The  higb-Rpned  train  routs  is  predicted  to  hawu 
fuui  or  five  round  trip  trams  pei  hour  Thai  will  create  vibrations  throughout  Aden  all 
day  Haw  wilt  the  HilHA  compensate  ns  tor  the  damage  to  our  homes  due  to  the  long’ 
term  vihialians  caused  try  not  only  Ihn  hign-speed  train  bin  also  the  ground  vrbiallans 
tram  binding  and  conshuclion  va  hie  las  7  When  ihe  high  speed  ham  exils  a  tunnel  there 
will  be  some  sort  rA  sonic  boom  t  our  nr  tive  trams  per  hour,  all  day?  Possibly  t laving 
several  tunnel  exits  throng  hnm  Aotnn.  we  will  be  heann-g  ana  feel  mg  those  sonic  boa  ins 
TO  dmus  an  hour7  f  low  wilt  this  not  affect  the  residents  and  animals.  Of  Actor l?  How  wilt 
thR  HFJRA  stiflft  those  sonic  booms  sn  the  nerve*  of  Aclon  residents  aiu  not  un  constant 
edge7  Many  residents  have  horses  in  Acton  How  wUt  the  HSRA  assure  that  dioas 
horses  are  no!  constantly  spooked?  How  will  the  HSRA  assure  ihe  safety  of  the  horse 
community?  The  HSRA  needs  lo  study  and  monitor  the  impact  on  [he  l^alsh  of  the 
people  and  anmnais  exposed  la  constant  vibrations  and  noises. 


This  high-speed  train  will  generate  electromagnetic  waves  How  much  danger 
are  we  m  oy  being  exposed  to  electromagnetic  radial  ion?  Can  exposure  cause  cancsf? 
How  wilt  I  he  HSRA  keep  us  Rom  experiencing  the  tongue,  headaches  and  anxiHty 
known  to  be  caused  by  electromagnetic  radiation  exposure?  Whai  studies  has  ihe 
HSRA  done  on  long-term  effects  of  eiectromog  nolle  radial  ion?  Will  the  HSRA  cover 
medical  expenses  caused  by  eleclrqmagnetic  raaetkxi  exposure?  How  wilt 
eloctromagnelic  waves  affect  our  cell  phone  and  Internet  connection?  How  will  the 
HS^A  make  cure  cur  connection?  will  be  uninterrupted? 

We  own  a  home  located  so  the  new  proposed  route.  "The  Sluy"  covers  a  wide 
section  and  our  neighborhood  is  in  the  middle.  HSRA  has  not  diuwn  a  linn  indicating 
where  the  high-speed  tram  route  will  be  in  The  Slug  How  can  we  prepare  without 
knowing  wttete  that  line  will  bn?  When  will  the  HSRA  determine  I  he  route?  Where  will 
the  staging  areas  be? 

The  Joss  of  property  value  of  our  home  that  we  hem  lived  in  lor  20  years  could 
be  massive  What  kind  of  compensation  will  we  receive  from  the  HSRA?  Will  propemes 
be  divided  making  us  unable  to  sell  rf  we  chose?  Bes-aes  who  will  want  tu  iiye  by  and 
near  when  there's  a  speeding  train  jetting  Ehiough  your  town  several  limes  an  hour? 
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Pabndaip  in 
Stapiflg  CommFi'rr  Card 

CALIFORNIA  High  -SptMf  Rail  Authority 

Orann*  M^Sm-rry  August  J7,  1014 

Meewn&inrailian:  Acton  JJATfWlDf  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK 

m*  tl  O&rio  o  DrHw,  Actcn ,  CA  335 I U  &UABA m  TO  L05  ANGELES 


I  bulh  live  and  woik  in  the  path  of  "The  Slug'  The  equipment  usari  in  Ihe 
consti  ucliori  will  gieally  increase  diesel  fumes  and  carbon  monuxrde  emissions  How 
will  I  he  HSR  A  hand  It?  pulentcal  exposure?  Roa-i  closures  during  and  after  cofSKtiuction 
will  CfcaEc  cxira  driving  lor  all  of  us.  How  tong  will  the  HSRA  keep  ihe  roads  closed? 
Will  my  two-mile  drive  to  work  now  be  increased  forever?  In  the  event  of  an 
emergency,  will  the  police  and/or  fire  department  be  able  to  get  to  those  in  hie 
emergency?  How  long  will  emergency  services  be  delayed  due  to  those  road  closures? 

I've  lived  In  southern  California  all  of  my  life.  I  lived  m  Glendale  during  (fie  1971 
earthquake  when  I  was  a  child  and  >n  Acton  dunng  Ihe  19 (14  earthquake  having  two 
small  children  Of  my  own.  1  saw  whal  could  happen  Acton  is  on  a  fault  line  How  am 
we  assured  of  public  safely?  Will  Ihe  viaducts  and  tunnels  collapse  during  a  hlq 
Earthquake?  If  you're  tunneling  undei  my  house,  will  our  house  be  swallowed  up  in  that 
I  urine!  if  we  experience  an  earthquake?  How  will  Shu  HSRA  ensure  public  safety  in  the 
event  oS  d  targe  earthquake  during  curistiuclion? 

Our  uaiuFul  resources,  water  horn  the  Santa  ClHra  River  runs  at  the  bottom  of  our 
sliest  tusl  down  from  Blum  Ranch  Having  a  high-speed  Drain  cunning  Iftmiigh  this  area 
will  greatly  affect  the  creaks  a  no  the  river  The  amount  of  water  needed  tor  n 
cnnslr uciinn  project  of  Litis  si*e  is  incredible  Probably  millions  of  gallons.  California  rs  in 
Ehe  biggesl  drought  ever  How  Will  Hie  HSRA  (UsEsfy  using  our  water  m  that  way7  How 
will  the  HSRA  assure  Dial  Ihey  will  not  deplete  our  aquifers? 

I  he  effect^  of  a  high-speed  bain  and  the  repercussions  that  come  with  it  are  alt 
too  massive  lo  fuWy  understand.  Now  many  people  will  be  utilizing  this  highspeed  main 
service?  Who  is  going  to  be  able  La  afford  it?  Wtiai  studies  have  bnRn  none  on  the 
potential  usage  oF  ihe  high-speed  tram?  I  he  HSRA  should  supply  iha  public  with  All  of 
thru  information  In  the  environmental  document 

There  must  be  another  route  for  this  high-speed  Eram  that  does  not  affect  so 
many  penpEe  and  their  health  and  welfare  I  understand  thar  it  the  Palmdale  station  was 
relocated  less  than  one  mile  lo  ihe  east,  that  the  route  could  bypass  Acton  L:ofnp  lately 
flie  HSRA  needs  1u  do  whatever  it  takes  to  kuep  this  liryh-spuwJ  train  from  destroying 
nur  community  of  Acton  Keeping  it  out  of  Acton  is  I  Fie  only  way. 

Sincerely, 

Dianne  Mayberry  and  Family.  25-year  leaiderrts 
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I  Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #6  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

8/1/2014 

No 

8/1/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Email 

Raphael 

Mazor 


Long  Beach 

CA 

00000 

rdm24@care2.com 


No 


I  am  concerned  about  costs  and  potential  impacts  of  a  proposed  bullet 
train  route  under  the  San  Gabriel  mountains,  and  believe  that  routing 
the  train  along  the  14  corridor  is  probably  a  far  more  sensible  option 
by  nearly  every  measure. 


The  tunnel  route  may  irreversibly  damage  pristine  lands  in  the  Angeles 
National  Forest,  Placenta  Canyon  State  Park,  and  other  natural  areas, 
including  the  Magic  Mountain  Wilderness  Area.  This  region  contains  the 
headwaters  of  the  Santa  Clara  and  Los  Angeles  Rivers,  and  such  major 
earth-moving  activities  would  have  grave  implications  for  these 
watersheds.  Water  quality  would  be  imperiled,  as  would  several  protected 
species  that  depend  on  clean  waterways  in  this  area,  such  as  the  arroyo 
toad.  And,  of  course,  recreational  resources  may  be  affected  as  well: 
hundreds  of  miles  of  hiking  trails  in  the  area  are  enjoyed  by  thousands 
of  people  every  year. 


At  this  time,  I  doubt  that  the  tunnel  route  could  be  achieved  at 
reasonable  cost  and  with  minimal  impacts  to  critical  natural  and 
recreational  resources.  Unless  further  environmental  review  reveals  that 
the  tunnel  route  has  a  smaller  environmental  impact  on  these  resources 
than  the  other  routes,  I  urge  you  to  adopt  a  route  along  existing 
transportation  corridors. 


Sincerely, 
Raphael  Mazor 
Long  Beach,  CA 


<p><p>Care2  makes  it  easy  for  everyone  to  live  a  healthy,  green  lifestyle 
and  impact  the  causes  you  care  about  most.  Over  12  Million  members! 

<a  href="http://www. care2.com"  target=_blank>http://www.care2.com</a> 


Feed  a  child  by  searching  the  web!  Learn  how  <a 
href="http://www. care2.com/toolbar" 
target=jblank>http://www.care2.com/toolbar<a> 
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EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
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Brenda 

McAlpine 


Sunland 

CA 

00000 


BrendaMcAlpine@mindspring.com 


Dear  Mr.  McLouglin, 


I'm  writing  today  to  ask  you  to  oppose  the  alternate  route  being  proposed 
for  the  high-speed  rail.  According  to  the  legal  analysis  I've  read,  the 
alternate  route  (a.k.a.  the  "yellow  banana")  fails  to  meet  the  legal 
requirements  of  Prop.  1A.  The  yellow  banana  may  also  be  an  engineering 
impossibility,  as  it  has  many  geologic  obstacles  and  dangers.  My  neighbors 
and  I  in  the  Sunland-Tujunga/Shadow  Hills/Lake  View  Terrace  area  are 
deeply 

opposed  to  this  proposal. 


Thank  you  for  your  time. 


--Brenda  McAlpine 
Sunland,  CA 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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Debra  McConville 
7908  Cora  Street 
Sunland,  CA  91040 

August  29,  2014 

Mark  A.  McLoughlin,  Director  of  Environmental  Services 

ATTN:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  PROJECT  SECTION 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 

Southern  California  Regional  Office 

700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 

palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.gov 

Re:  PALMDALE  TO  BURBANK  -  OPPOSITION 

Mr.  McLoughlin: 

I  believe  it  is  irresponsible  for  the  HSR  to  put  out  such  a  vague  and  non-specific  map  that  shows  nearly 
500  square  miles  potentially  in  the  path  of  HSR  and  putting  so  many  people  under  the  cloud  of  HSR.  Please  be 
aware  that  Shadow  Hills  is  in  the  eye  of  the  storm  for  the  HSR  alternative  line  and  I  am  OPPOSED  to  any  of  the 
lines  coming  through  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash  and  Shadow  Hills. 

The  lines  need  to  go  through  commercial  and  industrial  areas,  not  residential  or  sensitive  environmental 
areas .  I  also  believe  the  myriad  of  environmental  obstacles  raises  insurmountable  costs  and  is  completely 
infeasible. 

Further,  there  are  not  just  a  few  homes  at  risk.  The  entire  community  of  Shadow  Hills  and  surrounding 
communities  are  at  risk.  Our  community  remains  one  of  the  few  "gems"  remaining  in  the  Los  Angeles  area,  and 
the  potential  destructive  to  our  unique  environment  is  unconscionable. 

I  am  convinced  this  project  will  have  a  negative  impact  on  our  property  values,  scenic  highways, 
earthquake  faults,  federal  waters  and  endangered  species,  eminent  domain  issues,  noise  and  pollution,  and  the 
complete  destruction  of  our  community  and  equestrian  lifestyle.  The  negative  impact  of  the  construction  alone,  is 
unfathomable. 

Our  area  is  already  severely  impacted  by  transit  solutions  such  as  trains,  freeways  and  airports.  I  believe 
that  the  original  Routes  14  and  5  alternatives  are  superior  and  far  more  appropriate. 

Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration.  Please  support  us  in  NOT  allowing  this  project  to  run 
through  our  beautiful  hills,  streams,  properties...' 


Debra  McConville 

cc:  Councilman  Felipe  Fuentes  -  felipe.fuentes@lacitv.org 

Supervisor  Mike  Antonovich  -  fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 
Supervisor  Zev  Yaroslavsky  -  zev@bos.lacountv. gov 
Mayor  Garcetti  -  mavor.garcetti@.lacitv.org 
Assemblyman  Bocanegra  -  raul.bocanegra@asm.ca.gov 
Congressman  Schiff  -  https://schiff.house.gov/email-congressman-schiffl 
Assemblymember  Scott  Wilk  -  Assemblvmember.Wilk@outreach.assemblv.ca.gov 
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Pending 

9/3/2014 

9/3/2014 
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Individual 
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Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  a  Lake  View  Terrace  resident  and  am  expresing  my  opposition  to  the 

bullet  train  proposed  route  from  Burbank  to  Palmdale  that  would  severely 
impact  the  Hansen  Dam  area. 


CA 

00000 

pattisporch@gmail.com 


I  am  attaching  a  copy  of  the  *Hansen  Dam  Basin  and  Environmental 
Assessment* 

prepared  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  in  September  2011.  If  you 
haven't  already,  I  urge  you  to  read  this  document  which  pertains  to  land 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers.  While  I  urge 
you  to  read  the  entire  document,  I  would  like  to  note  three  main  points 
with  some  excerpts  from  the  study: 


Recreational  use  - 


*Hansen  Dam  Basin  provides  a  diverse  array  of  recreation  experiences,  from 
"traditional"  bat-and-ball  active  athletics,  an  aquatics  facility  with  a 
zero  depth  entry  pool,  fishing  amenities,  a  Universal  Access  Playground, 
multi-use  trails,  and  a  golf  course.  Additional  amenities  under 
construction  include  a  youth  campground,  ranger  station,  and  skate  park. 
Projected  visitation  at  the  Basin  through  2020  is  estimated  to  remain 
stable  at  2009  levels,  in  the  most  conservative  projection,  or  grow  at  a 
rate  equal  to  or  exceeding  the  projected  population  increase  of 
approximately  7%.  This  growth  in  visitation  suggests  additional  demands  for 
active  athletic  playing  fields,  and  lower  impact  amenities  such  as  trails 
and  picnic  areas  in  response  to  desires  for  more  "green  breathing  space".  * 

*There  is  a  critical  shortage  of  open  space  within  urbanized  southern 
California.  The  goal  is  to  provide  quality  recreation  experiences  including 
an  accessible,  safe  and  healthful  environment,  a  diversity  of  recreation 
opportunities  for  a  diverse  cultural  community,  and  maintain  a  harmonious 
balance  between  the  natural  resources  of  the  Basin  and  the  community’s 
needs  and  desires.  * 

Flood  Risk  Management  - 

*The  primary  constraint  for  land  uses  within  the  Basin  is  the  periodic 
inundation  of  portions  of  the  Basin  for  downstream  flood  risk  management. 
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Areas  within  the  Basin  have  been  identified  according  to  topographic 
analysis  reflecting  the  level  of  flood  inundation,  and  activities  and 
structures  that  may  occur  within  each  area  of  the  Basin.  Table  4.3,  based 
on  CESPD  R  1 1 1 0-2-1 ,  provides  the  acceptable  uses  of  each  inundation 
categoiy,  including  appropriate  structure  constraints  and  appropriate 
recreational  or  other  uses.  The  primary  Project  purpose  is  flood  risk 
management.  Flood  risk  management  is  the  process  of  identifying, 
evaluating,  selecting,  implementing  and  monitoring  actions  to  manage  levels 
of  flood  risk.  Land  utilization  for  purposes  other  than  flood  risk 
management  must  be  compatible  and  cannot  compromise  Project  operations. 
The 

resource  objectives  for  flood  risk  management  apply  to  all  land  use 
classifications.  * 

Wildlife  and  EcoSystem  - 

*Habitat  connectivity  is  an  important  factor  for  the  health  offish  and 
wildlife  populations.  Movement  of  species  within  or  between  areas  of 
suitable  habitat  can  be  limited  by  the  presence  of  barriers,  which  may 
limit  the  overall  habitat  range  available.  * 

*There  are  two  types  of  barriers:  a  barrier  that  is  impassable  under  any 
circumstances  for  a  particular  species  and  a  filter  barrier,  which  may  be 
utilized  by  a  species  under  some  **circumstances.  For  example,  most  small 
ground-dwelling  species  such  as  amphibians,  reptiles,  and  small  mammals 
will  not  pass  or  are  reluctant  to  pass  over  a  busy  roadway,  retaining 
walls,  a  large  area  with  no  vegetation,  fences,  or  other  physical  barriers 
or  through  filters,  **and  are  therefore  less  mobile  than  other  species. 

Fish  barriers  include  low  or  no  stream-flow,  culverts,  dams,  concrete 
channels,  felled  trees*  *and  other  natural  and  man-made  obstacles.  Large 
mammals  and  birds  are  less  sensitive  to  barriers.  * 

*The  Basin  is  located  near  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  an  area  of  relatively 
high  biological  diversity  and  abundance.  The  Basin  is  connected  to  the  San 
Gabriel  Mountains  via  the  Big  and  Little  Tujunga  Washes,  which  pass 
beneath 

Interstate  210  and  provide  both  an  aquatic  and  terrestrial  habitat 
corridor.  Aquatic  passage  through  this  corridor  is  extremely  limited  due  to 
normal  low  flows  and  the  presence  of  the  Dam.  Terrestrial  species  are  able 
to  pass  into  the  stream  corridors  from  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  then 
into  the  Basin  beneath  Interstate  210.  The  Basin  is  not  connected  to  any 
other  significant  natural  habitats.  Movement  in  or  out  of  the  Basin  is 
restricted  by  the  Dam  embankment,  surrounding  urbanization,  and  roadways. 
As  a  result,  maintaining  open  and  unrestricted  passage  within  the  stream 
corridors  for  both  aquatic  and  terrestrial  species  is  necessary  to  maintain 
the  Basin’s  ecological  diversity.  * 

*Resource  management  is  moving  towards  an  integrated  ecological 
approach, 

as  demonstrated  by  the  changing  guidance  of  the  Federal  government.  In 
urbanized  areas  such  as  southern  California,  ecosystems  and  their  various 
habitat  communities  have  become  severely  restricted.  With  the  surrounding 
environment  so  drastically  altered,  biodiversity  (species  richness)  is 
reduced  and  landscape  linkages  are  broken.  Conservation  and  restoration 
require  a  redefined  planning  process.  A  Corps  Master  Plan  must  reflect  the 
most  current  advances  in  restoration  ecology  and  wildlife  management  in  the 
context  of  the  Corps  mission,  regulations,  and  guidance.  * 

*Science  recognizes  the  need  for  habitat  connectivity  so  that  wildlife  not 
only  has  the  necessary  space  to  roam,  but  also  has  genetic  diversity  to 
ensure  that  an  "island  effect"  on  species  is  not  inadvertently  created  on 
remnant  habitat  lands.  With  species  increasingly  endangered  or  of  special 
concern,  objectives  must  consider  habitat  that  is  needed  for  species  most 
at  risk  given  current  conditions  at  the  Basin.  Objectives  must  also 
anticipate  changes  that  may  alter  this  scenario  in  the  future.  Effective 
adaptive  management  techniques  need  to  respond  to  current  conditions  as 
well  as  an  unknown  future.  The  following  Resource  Objectives  are  common 
to 
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all  land  use  classifications  and  incorporate  the  principles  of  Flood  Risk 
Management,  Safety  and  Security,  Environmental  Quality  and  Character, 
Connectivity,  and  Community  Involvement.* 

The  guiding  principles  in  preparation  of  this  document  are 
*Community  input  with  Corps’  guidance  was  utilized  to  identify  guiding 
principles  for  the  management  of  the  Basin.  These  include:  * 

*Ensure  that  all  uses  within  the  Basin  are  consistent  with  the  flood  risk 
management  operations;  * 

*Protect  and  restore  ecosystem  function;  * 

*Ensure  that  a  variety  of  recreational  opportunities  are  provided  for 
public  use;  Stakeholders  recognize  their  environmental  responsibility  and 
preservation  of  cultural  and  historical  resources;  and  * 

*Management  of  the  Basin  lands  and  activities  should  integrate  sustainable 
practices.  * 

This  document  alone  outlines  numerous  reasons  that  you  should  oppose  and 
not  approve  the  proposed  route  of  the  Bullet  Train  through  the  Hansen  Dam 
area.  It  is  a  recreational  use  area  which  every  governmental  study, 
including  those  done  by  city,  county  and  state  government,  deems  an 
important  need  for  the  citizenry.  It  is  also  a  wildlife  habitat.  More 
importantly,  it  is  a  flood  basin  with  flood  risk  concerns.  Should  this 
proposed  route  encroach  on  federally-owned  land  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  it  would  not  be  consistent  with  their 
regulations  governing  land  use.  And  the  area  in  question  is  a  lower 
socio-economic  area  with  a  high  minority  population,  which  can  give  the 
impression  that  you  are  exploiting  those  populations  for  the  benefit  of 
more  affluent,  white  populations. 

I  strongly  urge  you  not  to  approve  the  proposed  route  (or  alternative 
route)  of  the  Burbank  to  Palmdale  Bullet  train. 

Sincerely, 

Patti  McCormick 

Lake  View  Terrace  resident 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Attachments  :  hansen_masterplan201 1  .pdf  (4  mb) 
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Hansen  Dam  Basin 

Master  Plan  and  Environmental  Assessment 


Executive  Summary 


This  Master  Plan  and  Draft  Environmental  Assessment  for  Hansen  Dam  Basin  is  an  update  to 
the  1991  Final  Hansen  Dam  Master  Plan  and  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  The  Federal 
project,  Hansen  Dam  Flood  Control  Project,  (Dam  or  Project)  refers  to  the  structures,  amenities, 
and  lands  necessary  for  operation  of  the  Dam.  The  Hansen  Dam  Basin  (Basin)  refers  to  the  lands 
acquired  for  the  construction,  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Project.  A  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps)  Master  Plan  for  an  authorized  civil  works  project  is  a  conceptual  project- 
specific  document.  It  describes  the  existing  resources  in  the  Basin  and  provides  a  guide  for 
Corps  land  management  responsibilities  and  decisions  in  regard  to  Project  lands,  water,  and 
associated  resources.  The  Master  Plan  provides  direction  and  guidance  for  land  development  and 
utilization  in  the  Basin  pursuant  to  applicable  Federal  laws,  regulations,  and  policies. 

Since  the  1991  Master  Plan,  the  land  and  resource  uses  within  the  Basin  have  changed 
significantly.  Recreation  amenities  proposed  in  the  1991  Master  Plan  such  as  a  15-acre 
swimming  lake  with  associated  amenities  such  as  picnic  areas  and  restaurant  were  never  built.  A 
1.5-acre  swim  lake  as  part  of  the  Aquatic  Center  was  constructed  instead.  The  updated  Master 
Plan  reflects  the  described  changes  to  the  Basin  and  applicable  Federal  laws,  regulations,  policy, 
and  guidance  that  have  been  amended  or  changed  since  the  1991  Master  Plan. 

This  Master  Plan  and  associated  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  trace  the  history  and 
development  of  the  Basin  and  provides  the  baseline  condition  of  existing  resources  and 
amenities.  Four  community  workshops  were  held  during  the  preparation  of  this  Master  Plan  to: 
(1)  provide  information  to  the  public  about  the  Corps’  master  planning  process;  (2)  identify  the 
public’s  needs,  desires,  and  concerns  regarding  current  and  future  use  of  the  Basin,  and  (3)  gain 
feedback  on  existing  and  proposed  changes  to  the  existing  land  use  classifications  in  the  Basin. 

Meetings  were  held  with  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (City),  who  leases  a  significant  portion  of  the 
Basin  from  the  Corps  for  recreational  purposes.  The  City  provided  to  the  Corps  information 
pertaining  to  current  operations  and  maintenance,  future  plans,  and  current  and  future  needs  and 
goals.  Visitation  data  was  also  provided  by  the  City.  Taken  together  and  in  light  of  an  integrated 
ecological  approach  to  land  management,  the  Corps  identified  resource  objectives  for  land  uses 
as  well  as  each  land  use  classification  in  the  Basin.  Resource  objectives  shape  Corps  decisions 
that  pertain  to  future  development  and  activities. 

The  Basin  is  classified  according  to  land  use  classifications,  which  are  dictated  by  Corps  policies 
and  guidance.  The  Master  Plan  recommends  land  at  the  Basin  to  be  classified  into  seven  land  use 
classifications:  (1)  Project  Operations;  (2)  Recreation;  (3)  Environmentally  Sensitive;  (4) 
Multiple  Resource  Management  -  Recreation  -  Low  Density;  (5)  Multiple  Resource 
Management  -  Vegetative  Management;  (6)  Multiple  Resource  Management  -  Inactive  and/or 
Future  Recreation;  and  (7)  Easement  Lands.  The  Master  Plan  provides  guidance  for  balancing 
flood  risk  management  requirements,  recreation  opportunities,  and  preservation  of  natural 
resources  for  current  and  future  generations. 
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10  Introduction 


10.1  Purpose  of  a  Master  Plan 


The  Hansen  Dam  Basin  Master  Plan  is  a  guide  for  the  orderly  and  coordinated  use,  development, 
and  management  of  resources  within  the  Basin.  Water,  land,  and  other  natural  and  human 
resources  were  assessed  and  existing  conditions  documented.  Corps  guidance  for  the  preparation 
of  Master  Plans  states  that  Master  Plans  shall: 


*  Be  developed  and  kept  current  for  all  Civil  Works  projects  and  other  fee-owned  and 
easement  lands  for  which  the  Corps  has  administrative  responsibility  for  management; 

*  Provide  guidance  for  project  development  and  use  and  for  the  responsible  stewardship  of 
project  resources  for  the  benefit  of  present  and  future  generations;  and 

*  Promote  the  protection,  conservation,  and  enhancement  of  natural,  cultural  and  man-made 
resources. 

The  primary  goals  of  a  Corps’  Master  Plan  are  to  prescribe  overall  land  and  water  management 
plans,  resource  objectives,  and  management  concepts,  which  include: 

*  Providing  the  best  possible  combination  of  responses  to  regional  needs,  resource 
capabilities,  land  use  suitability,  and  expressed  public  interest  and  desires  consistent  with 
authorized  Project  purposes; 

*  Contributing  toward  a  high  degree  of  recreation  diversity  within  the  region; 

*  Emphasizing  the  particular  qualities,  characteristics,  and  opportunities  of  the  project;  and 

*  Exhibiting  consistency  and  compatibility  with  national  objectives. 

An  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  was  prepared  in  conjunction  with  this  Master  Plan  update  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  (42  USC 
4321  et  seq.),  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  regulations  published  at  42  CFR  part 
1500,  and  Corps  regulations  published  at  33  CFR  part  230.  The  purpose  of  the  EA  is  to  provide 
sufficient  information  on  the  existing  environmental  conditions  within  the  Basin  and  the 
potential  environmental  effects  of  the  No-Action  Alternative  (continuation  of  the  1981  Master 
Plan)  and  the  Proposed  Action  (the  updated  Master  Plan)  so  that  decision  makers  can  determine 
the  need  to  prepare  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  or  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  (FONSI).  The  EA  is  included  as  Appendix  D. 

10.2  Project  Location 

The  Project  is  comprised  of  a  Dam  and  lands  that  support  the  construction,  operations  and 
maintenance  of  the  Dam.  It  is  located  in  Los  Angeles  County  at  the  confluence  of  the  Big  and 
Little  Tujunga  Washes  along  the  northeastern  edge  of  the  San  Fernando  Valley  (Map  1).  The 
Basin  area  lies  entirely  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (Map  2),  and  is  approximately  17  miles 
northwest  of  downtown  Los  Angeles.  Foothill  Boulevard  marks  the  northern  extent,  while 
Glenoaks  Boulevard  and  Montague  Street  mark  the  southern  boundary  of  the  Basin.  The  Basin 
extends  beyond  Osborne  Street  to  the  west  and  follows  Wentworth  Street  along  the  east  extent. 
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10.3  Authorized  Project  Purpose 

Flood  Risk  Management  Although  the  authorized  Project  purpose  in  the  legislation  for  the 
Project  was  originally  referred  to  as  flood  control,  it  is  now  referred  to  as  flood  risk  management. 
The  Project  purpose  is  to  provide  flood  risk  management  to  the  communities  downstream  of  the 
Basin,  and  all  other  activities  that  may  occur  within  the  Basin  must  not  impede  or  diminish  the 
purpose  of  flood  risk  management. 


Hansen  Dam  was  authorized  pursuant  to  two  acts  of  Congress.  The  Flood  Control  Act  of  (FCA) 
of  1936  (Public  Law  (P.L.)  74-738),  provides  for  the  construction  of  the  Dam  and  related  flood 
risk  management  works  for  the  protection  of  metropolitan  Los  Angeles  County,  California.  The 
second  (P.L.  75-761),  amended  the  1936  Act  by  providing  for  the  acquisition  of  land, 
easements,  and  right-of-way  for  flood  risk  management  projects,  channel  improvements,  and 
channel  rectification.  The  Project  is  an  important  part  of  a  comprehensive  system  for  flood  risk 
management  in  Los  Angeles  County  known  as  the  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area 
(LACDA). 


Recreation  Section  4  of  the  FCA  of  1944,  (P.L.  78-534),  as  amended,  authorizes  the  Corps  to 
construct,  maintain,  and  operate  public  park  and  recreation  amenities  at  water  resource 
development  projects  and  to  permit  the  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  such 
amenities.”  It  authorizes  the  Corps  to  grant  leases  of  lands,  including  structures  or  amenities  that 
are  suitable  for  public  parks  and  recreation  purposes  to  Federal,  state,  or  local  government 
agencies  when  such  action  is  determined  to  be  in  the  public  interest.  Since  1948,  recreation 
amenities  have  been  developed  throughout  the  Basin  by  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  Department  of 
Recreation  and  Parks  (City)  in  accordance  with  a  lease  agreement  between  the  Corps  and  the 
City.  Currently,  no  water  is  impounded  behind  the  Dam  for  purposes  of  recreation  and  no 
releases  are  made  downstream  for  recreation  purposes. 
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Water  Conservation  Although  water  conservation  is  not  a  Congressionally  authorized  purpose  of 
the  Dam,  the  water  control  plan  has  provisions  to  operate  the  Dam  to  increase  water  conservation 
by  coordinating  Dam  releases  with  the  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of  Public  Works 
(LACDPW)  operation  of  downstream  groundwater  recharge  basins.  When  the  Dam  water 
surface  is  at  or  below  elevation  1010.5  feet  (NGVD),  releases  may  be  reduced  to  match 
LACDPW  and  City  of  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Water  and  Power  spreading  grounds  capacity 
to  recharge  water  to  groundwater.  Water  conservation  operations  may  not  compromise  flood  risk 
management.  Water  held  temporarily  for  water  conservation  is  released  at  a  rate  to  ensure  that 
the  entire  storage  capacity  of  the  Basin  is  available  if  needed  for  flood  risk  management 
operations. 

10.4  Need  for  Updated  Master  Plan 

Federal  lands  are  to  be  managed  in  conformance  with  current  Corps’  regulations,  policy  and 
guidance.  This  Master  Plan  memorializes  the  Corps’  assessment  of  land  management  needs, 
expressed  public  desires,  and  provides  guidance  for  evaluation  of  specific  developments,  uses 
and  activities.  Its  purpose  is  to  provide  land  development  and  utilization  guidance  that  balances 
the  needs  and  desires  of  the  public  with  legal,  policy,  and  resource  constraints. 

Current  Federal  laws,  regulations,  and  policies  are  responsive  to  increasing  needs  for 
environmental  protection  and  conservation.  Corps’  policies  recognize  a  greater  need  for 
environmental  stewardship  that  includes  conservation  and  protection  of  the  Nation’s  natural 
resources.  Consequently,  the  updated  Master  Plan  reflects  a  more  integrated  ecological  approach 
to  land  management. 

The  purpose  of  this  Master  Plan  is  to  review  existing  land  uses  and  resources  within  the  Basin, 
describes  the  needs  and  desires  of  community  stakeholders,  prescribe  land  use  classifications  for 
the  Basin  and  identify  resource  and  land  use  objectives.  The  Master  Plan  is  the  Corps’  guide  for 
management  of  the  Basin’s  natural  resources. 

10.5  History  of  the  Basin 

On  12  June  1915,  Los  Angeles  County  Flood  Control  District  (LACFCD)  was  created  to  address 
flood  risk  management  in  Los  Angeles  County.  The  floods  of  1914  placed  a  greater  emphasis 
on  the  need  for  flood  risk  management  although  there  was  an  awareness  of  the  need  prior  to 
1900.  The  LACFCD  agency  worked  with  the  Corps’  Los  Angeles  District  on  various  minor 
flood  risk  management  projects,  but  it  was  not  until  two  decades  later  with  the  1  January  1934 
flood  that  major  flood  risk  management  projects  were  given  serious  consideration.  The  New 
Deal  Relief  and  Public  Works  Program  provided  the  financial  vehicle  for  comprehensive 
construction  programs. 

In  1935  and  1936,  the  Corps  and  LACFCD  became  partners  in  a  large  Works  Progress 
Administration  contract  to  design  a  comprehensive  flood  risk  management  system  for  Los 
Angeles  County  including  the  San  Gabriel  and  Los  Angeles  Rivers  and  their  tributaries  (Corps 
1938).  The  severe  storms  and  floods  of  February-March  1938  provided  additional  impetus  for  a 
comprehensive  flood  risk  management  program  in  southern  California. 
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1939  Flooding 


The  analysis  of  design,  completed  in  1939,  established  the  location  and  design  of  the  Dam  and 
appurtenant  flood  risk  management  facilities.  The  Project  was  named  after  horse  ranchers 
Homer  and  Marie  Hansen,  who  established  a  ranch  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Dam  in  the  1800s.  The 
Hansen’s  ranch  was  later  acquired  in  1939  to  support  construction  and  operation  of  the  Dam. 
Construction  of  the  Dam,  spillway,  and  outlet  works  were  completed  in  September  of  1940  at  a 
Federal  first  cost  of  over  $1 1,000,000. 


Hansen  Dam  Aerial  9  September  1940 
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Construction  of  the  Dam 


A  preliminary  report,  dated  10  July  1946,  outlined  recreation  possibilities  at  the  Basin.  The  Basin 
was  already  popular  for  recreation  attracting  approximately  75,000  visitors  annually.  The 
California  Department  of  Natural  Resources,  Division  of  Fish  and  Game  voluntarily  stocked  fish 
in  the  water  remaining  in  the  borrow  pits  at  the  Basin.  In  April  1948,  the  City  of  Los  Angeles 
(City)  leased  1,450  acres  within  the  Basin  from  the  Corps  for  recreation  purposes  and  began  a 
phased  program  for  overall  development  of  the  Basin.  The  initial  recreation  development  at  the 
Basin  by  the  City  started  in  1952  with  the  development  of  Holiday  Lake.  Holiday  Lake  was 
created  from  the  borrow  pits  for  construction  of  the  Dam.  Holiday  Lake  was  originally  130  acres, 
but  by  1975  it  was  reduced  to  80  acres  of  water  surface  due  to  sediment  accumulation.  By  1982 
the  lake  was  abandoned  as  a  recreation  facility  and  by  1983  the  lake  had  reduced  in  size  to 
approximately  30  acres.  The  1991  Master  Plan  reported  the  lake  was  entirely  filled  in. 


Holiday  Lake  Boat  Race  Fishing  at  Holiday  Lake 
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10.6  Applicable  Laws,  Executive  Orders,  Regulations,  and  Policy  Guidance 

The  following  Federal  laws,  Executive  Orders,  and  Corps  regulations  and  guidance  are  pertinent 
to  the  Master  Plan  update. 

Public  Laws 

The  Flood  Control  Act  of  1944,  Section  4,  as  amended  (16  USC  Section  460d)  authorizes  the  Corps  to 
construct,  maintain  and  operate  public  park  and  recreation  amenities  at  water  resource  development 
projects;  to  construct  of  such  amenities  by  local  interest;  to  permit  the  maintenance  and  operation  and 
maintenance  of  such  amenities  by  local  interest;  and  to  grant  leases  for  public  park  and  recreation 
purposes  on  Federally-operated  lands  controlled  by  the  Corps,  including  structure  or  amenities  thereon. 
Preference  for  use  is  given  to  Federal,  state,  or  local  governmental  agencies.  The  authority  to  issue 
licenses  is  included  under  this  authorization  and  may  be  granted  without  monetary  consideration. 

The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  as  amended  (42  USC  4321  et  seq.)  provides  a 
framework  for  Federal  agencies  to  minimize  environmental  damage  and  requires  Federal  agencies  to 
evaluate  the  potential  of  environmental  impacts  of  their  proposed  actions.  Under  NEPA,  a  Federal  agency 
prepares  an  Environmental  Assessment  (EA)  describing  the  environmental  effects  of  any  proposed  action 
and  alternatives  to  that  action  to  determine  if  there  are  significant  impacts  requiring  development  of  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  or  if  a  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact  (FONSI)  is  appropriate. 
The  EA  must  identify  measures  necessary  to  avoid  or  minimize  adverse  impacts,  and  all  impacts  must  be 
reduced  to  a  level  below  significance  in  order  to  rely  upon  a  FONSI. 

The  Migratory  Bird  Treaty  Act,  as  amended  (16  USC  703-712)  prohibits  the  taking  or  harming  of  any 
migratory  bird,  the  living  bird,  any  part  of  the  bird,  its  eggs,  or  eggs  without  an  appropriate  Federal 
permit.  This  Act  covers  birds  specifically  listed  therein  or  named  in  wildlife  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  countries,  including  Great  Britain,  Mexican  States,  Japan  and  countries  once  part  of  the  former 
Soviet  Socialist  Republics.  Disturbance  of  the  nest  of  a  migratory  bird  requires  a  permit  issued  by  the 
United  States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  pursuant  to  Title  50  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Coordination  Act  of  1958  (16  USC  661-667e)  requires  that  any  agency 
impounding,  diverting,  channel  deepening,  controlling  or  otherwise  modifying  a  stream  or  body  of  water 
for  any  purpose  whatever,  including  navigation  and  drainage,  consult  with  the  United  States,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service.  The  Act  is  intended  to  give  fish  and  wildlife  conservation  equal  consideration  with  the 
purposes  of  water  resource  development  projects. 

The  Federal  Water  Project  Recreation  Act  of  1965.  as  amended  (16  USC  46Q/-12  to  460/-21)  requires  that 
recreation  and  fish  and  wildlife  enhancement  be  given  full  consideration  in  Federal  water  development 
projects.  The  Act  authorizes  the  use  of  Federal  water  resource  project  funds  for  land  acquisition  in  order 
to  establish  refuges  for  migratory  waterfowl. 

The  Clean  Water  Act  as  amended  (33  USC  1251-1387),  authorizes  water  quality  programs;  requires 
certification  from  the  state  water  control  agencies  that  a  proposed  water  resource  project  is  in  compliance 
with  established  effluent  limitations  and  water  quality  standards  (Section  401);  establishes  conditions  and 
permitting  for  discharges  of  pollutants  under  the  national  pollutant  discharge  elimination  system 
(NPDES)  (Section  402);  and  requires  that  any  non-Corps  entity  acquire  a  permit  from  the  Corps  for  any 
discharges  of  dredged  materials  into  the  waters  of  the  United  States,  including  wetlands  (Section  4040). 
The  Act  also  defines  the  conditions  which  must  be  met  by  Federal  projects  before  they  may  make 


Project  Description 


10-6 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-916 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1440  (Patti  McCormick,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


Hansen  Dam  Basin 

Master  Plan  and  Environmental  Assessment 

discharges  into  the  waters  of  the  United  States.  Under  the  Section  404(b)(1)  guidelines,  as  published  in  40 
CFR  122.6,  only  the  Least  Environmentally  Damaging  Practicable  Alternative  should  be  recommended. 
The  United  States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  has  primary  responsibility  for  implementing 
the  programs  designed  to  clean  up  waters  of  the  United  States. 

The  Clean  Air  Act  as  amended  (42  USC  7401-7671q),  establishes  Federal  standards  for  seven  toxic  air 
pollutants.  It  also  establishes  attainment  and  maintenance  of  National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standards 
(Title  I),  motor  vehicles  and  reformulation  (Title  II),  hazardous  air  pollutant  (Title  III),  acid  deposition 
(Title  IV),  operation  permits  (Title  V),  stratospheric  ozone  protection  (Title  VI),  and  enforcement  (Title 
VII).  Under  Section  176(c)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990,  the  Lead  Agency  is  required  to 
make  a  determination  of  whether  the  Proposed  Actions  “conform”  to  the  State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP). 
Conformity  is  defined  in  Section  176(c);  compliance  with  the  SIPs  is  for  the  purpose  of  eliminating  or 
reducing  the  severity  and  number  of  violations  of  the  NAAQS  and  achieving  expeditious  attainment  of 
such  standards.  If  the  total  direct  and  indirect  emissions  from  a  Proposed  Action  are  below  the  General 
Conformity  Rule  “ de  minimus  ”  emission  thresholds,  then  a  Proposed  Action  would  be  exempt  from 
performing  a  comprehensive  Air  Quality  Conformity  Analysis,  and  would  be  in  conformity  with  the  SIP. 
In  addition,  the  analysis  must  consider  whether  the  emissions  would  be  “regionally  significant”  before 
determining  no  comprehensive  Air  Quality  Conformity  Analysis  is  required. 

The  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as  amended  (16  USC  1531  et  seq.L  protects  threatened  and 
endangered  species,  as  listed  by  the  USFWS,  from  unauthorized  take,  and  directs  Federal  agencies  to 
ensure  that  their  actions  do  not  jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of  such  species.  Section  7  of  the  Act 
defines  Federal  agency  responsibilities  for  consultation  with  USFWS. 

The  Archaeological  and  Historic  Preservation  Act  as  amended  (16  USC  469),  requires  that  Federal 
agencies  consider  the  effect  of  their  undertakings,  including  Federally -licensed  activity  or  program,  on 
historic  American  sites,  buildings,  objects,  and  antiquities  of  national  significance  when  taking  actions 
that  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  flooding,  the  building  of  access  roads,  relocation  of  railroads  or 
highways,  and  other  alterations  of  the  terrain  caused  by  the  construction  of  a  dam. 

The  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended  (16  USC  470  et  seq.L  requires  that  Federal 
agencies  consider  the  effect  of  their  undertakings,  including  federally  licensed  activities  or  programs,  on 
properties  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP). 

The  American  with  Disabilities  Act  of  1990,  as  amended.  (42  USC  126  et  seq.L  prohibits  public  entities, 
defined  as  any  state  or  local  government,  or  division  thereof,  from  excluding  any  individual  with  a 
disability  from  participation  in  or  be  denied  the  benefits  of  the  services,  programs,  or  activities  of  a  public 
entity,  or  be  subjected  to  discrimination  by  any  such  entity.  A  "qualified  individual  with  a  disability"  is  an 
individual  with  a  disability  who,  with  or  without  reasonable  modifications  to  rules,  policies,  or  practices, 
the  removal  of  architectural,  communication,  or  transportation  barriers,  or  the  provision  of  auxiliary  aids 
and  services,  meets  the  essential  eligibility  requirements  for  the  receipt  of  services  or  the  participation  in 
programs  or  activities  provided  by  a  public  entity. 

Leases:  Non-Excess  Property  of  Military  Departments  and  Defense  Agencies,  as  amended,  (10  USC 

2667(a)),  authorizes  the  Corps  to  lease  Federal  land  under  its  control  to  non-Federal  entities  when  such 
use  will  promote  the  national  defense  or  to  be  in  the  public  interest.  Lands  considered  for  lease  under  this 
authority  must  not  be  necessary  for  public  use  and  is  not  considered  excess.  This  leasing  authority 
typically  applies  to  uses  that  are  considered  “non-recreation.” 
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Easements  for  Rights  of  Way,  as  amended  (10  USC  2688),  authorizes  the  Corps  to  issue  easements  for 
rights-of-way  over,  in,  and  upon  Federal  land  controlled  by  the  Corps  when  such  use  will  not  be  against 
the  public  interest. 

Executive  Orders 

Executive  Order  (EO)  11514,  Protection  and  Enhancement  of  Environmental  Quality,  amended  by 

Executive  Order  1 199E  Relating  to  Protection  and  Enhancement  of  Environmental  Quality,  mandates  that 
the  Federal  government  provide  leadership  in  protecting  and  enhancing  the  quality  of  the  nation’s 
environment  to  sustain  and  enrich  human  life.  Federal  agencies  must  initiate  measures  needed  to  direct 
their  policies,  plans  and  programs  so  as  to  meet  national  environmental  goals.  CEQ  regulations  include 
procedures  for  early  environmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  preparation  and  require  impact  statements  to 
be  concise,  clear,  and  supported  by  evidence  that  agencies  have  made  the  necessary  analyses. 

Executive  Order  11988,  Floodplain  Management,  outlines  the  responsibilities  of  Federal  agencies  in  the 
role  of  floodplain  management.  Federal  agencies  are  required  to  evaluate  the  potential  effects  of  actions 
on  floodplains,  and  should  avoid  undertaking  actions  which  directly  or  indirectly  induce  growth  in  the 
floodplain  or  adversely  affect  natural  floodplain  values.  Construction  of  structures  and  amenities  in 
floodplains  must  consider  alternative  approaches  that  avoid  adverse  effects  and  incorporate  flood  proofing 
and  other  accepted  flood  risk  management  measures.  Agencies  shall  attach  appropriate  use  restrictions  to 
property  proposed  for  lease,  easement,  right-of-way,  or  disposal  to  non-Federal  public  or  private  parties. 
This  EO  requires  Federal  agencies  to  provide  leadership  and  take  action  to:  (1)  avoid  development  in  the 
base  (100-year)  floodplain  unless  it  is  the  only  practicable  alternative;  (2)  reduce  the  hazards  and  risk 
associated  with  floods;  (3)  minimize  the  impact  of  floods  on  human  safety,  health  and  welfare;  and  (4) 
restore  and  preserve  the  natural  and  beneficial  values  of  the  base  floodplain. 

Executive  Order  11990,  Protection  of  Wetlands,  states  that  the  Federal  agencies  shall  take  action  to 
minimize  destruction,  loss  or  degradation  of  wetlands,  and  to  preserve  and  enhance  the  natural  and 
beneficial  values  of  wetlands  in  carrying  out  the  agencies  responsibilities.  Each  agency,  to  the  extent 
permitted  by  law,  shall  avoid  undertaking  or  providing  assistance  for  new  construction  located  in 
wetlands  unless  the  head  of  the  agency  finds  (1)  that  there  is  no  practicable  alternative  to  such 
construction,  and  (2)  that  the  proposed  action  includes  all  practicable  measures  to  minimize  harm  to 
wetlands  which  may  result  from  such  use.  Federal  agencies  shall  also  provide  opportunity  for  early  public 
review  of  any  plans  or  proposals  for  new  construction  in  wetlands. 

Executive  Order  12088,  Federal  Compliance  with  Pollution  Control  Standards,  requires  all  Federal 
agencies  to  ensure  that  all  necessary  actions  are  taken  for  the  prevention,  control,  and  abatement  of 
environmental  pollution  with  respect  to  Federal  amenities  and  activities  under  control  of  the  agency. 

Executive  Order  12898,  Environmental  Justice  in  Minority  Populations  and  Low-Income  Populations, 

requires  Federal  agencies  to  identify  and  address  disproportionately  high  and  adverse  impacts  of  Federal 
Actions,  including  Federal  licensed  actions,  programs,  policies,  or  activities,  on  minority  or  low  income 
populations  in  the  United  States. 

Executive  Order  13112,  Invasive  Species,  requires  Federal  agencies  to  expand  and  coordinate  efforts  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  invasive  species  and  to  minimize  the  economic,  ecological,  and  human  health 
impacts  that  invasive  species  may  cause. 

Executive  Order  13148,  Greening  the  Government  through  Leadership  in  Environmental  Management, 

mandates  that  environmental  management  considerations  must  be  a  fundamental  and  integral  component 
of  Federal  Government  policies,  operations,  planning,  and  management.  The  primary  goal  of  this  EO  in 
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the  natural  resources  arena  is  for  each  agency  to  strive  to  promote  the  sustainable  management  of  Federal 
facility  lands  through  the  implementation  of  cost-effective,  environmentally  sound  landscaping  practices, 
and  programs  to  reduce  adverse  impacts  to  the  natural  environment. 

Executive  Order  13195,  Trails  For  America  in  the  2 1st  Century,  requires  that  Federal  agencies  will,  to  the 
extent  permitted  by  law  and  where  practicable,  and  in  cooperation  with  Tribes,  States,  local  governments, 
and  interested  citizen  groups,  protect,  connect,  promote,  and  assist  trails  of  all  type,  throughout  the  United 
States. 

Corps’  Guidance 

The  following  paragraphs  list  Engineer  Regulations  (ER),  Engineer  Pamphlets  (EP),  and 
Engineer  Manuals  (EM)  published  by  the  Corps  that  are  pertinent  for  planning,  development, 
and  management  of  the  Basin.  These  Corps  documents  are  cited  with  their  initial  publication 
date  and  updates  using  a  system  of  changes  to  specific  pages  to  incorporate  modifications  to  the 
guidance  resulting  from  new  legislation  or  policy  changes.  The  documents  including  changes  are 
available  in  digital  format  at  the  publications  page  on  the  Corps’  Headquarters  website: 
http://140. 194.76. 129/publications/. 

*  Regulations  -  Engineer  regulations  (ER)  establishes  topic-specific  procedural  practices 
that  must  be  followed  at  Corps  District  levels. 

*  Pamphlets  -  Engineer  pamphlets  (EP)  provide  clarification  guidance  and/or  detailed 
implementation  guidance  in  support  of  Federal  laws  and  regulations. 

*  Manuals  -  Engineer  manuals  (EM)  are  documents  which  provide  comprehensive  planning 
and  design  guidance  for  a  wide  range  of  technical  and  functional  activities. 

Engineering  Regulations 

ER  200-1-5,  Policy  for  Implementation  and  Integrated  Application  of  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

Environmental  Operating  Procedures  (EOP)  and  Doctrine,  30  Oct  2003,  provides  specific  policy  and 
guidance  for  implementation  and  the  integrated  application  of  the  Corps'  EOP  and  associated  doctrine 
across  the  full  spectmm  of  Corps'  program  management  initiatives  and  business  processes. 

ER  200-2-2,  Environmental  Quality:  Policy  and  Procedures  of  Implementing  NEPA,  04  Mar  1988,  (33 

CFR  part  230),  provides  policy  and  procedural  guidance  to  supplement  the  Council  of  Environmental 
Quality’s  final  regulations  implementing  the  procedural  provisions  of  the  NEPA  for  the  Civil  Works 
Program  of  the  Corps. 

ER  200-2-3,  Environmental  Compliance  Policies,  29  Oct  2010,  provides  the  policy  for  the  management 
of  environmental  compliance-related  operations  and  maintenance  activities  for  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  Civil  Works  Projects. 

ER  405-1-12,  Real  Estate  Handbook,  20  Nov  1985,  provides  guidance  on  real  estate  requirements  and 
procedures,  including  guidance  on  appraisals,  acquisitions,  relocation  assistance,  homeowners'  assistance, 
real  estate  claims,  audits,  and  recording  and  reporting. 

ER  1 105-2-100,  Planning  Guidance  Notebook,  22  Apr  2000  (original):  30  Jun  2004  (Appendix  D  - 

Amendment  1);  31  Jan  2007  (Appendix  F  -  Amendment  2);  30  Jun  2004  (Appendix  G  -  Amendment  1); 

20  Nov  2007  (Appendix  H  -  Amendment  1),  provides  overall  direction  by  which  the  Corps  Civil  Works 
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projects  are  formulated,  evaluated  and  selected  for  implementation.  It  contains  a  description  of  the  Corps 
planning  process,  Corps  missions  and  programs,  specific  policies  applicable  to  each  mission  and  program, 
and  analytical  requirements. 

ER  1110-2-240,  Water  Control  Management,  08  Oct  1982;  30  Apr  1987  (change  1);  01  Mar  1994  (change 

2),  prescribes  policies  and  procedures  to  be  followed  by  the  Corps  in  carrying  out  water  control 
management  activities,  including  the  establishment  of  water  control  plans  for  Corps  and  non-Corps 
projects,  as  required  by  Federal  laws  and  directives. 

ER  1110-2-400,  Design  of  Recreation  Sites,  Area  and  Facilities,  31  May  1988,  establishes  policy,  and 
guidance  for  the  design  of  recreation  sites,  areas,  and  facilities. 

ER  1 130-2-530,  Flood  Control  Operations  and  Maintenance  Policies,  30  Oct  1996,  establishes  the  policy 
for  the  operation  and  maintenance  (O&M)  of  Corps  flood  risk  management  and  related  structures  at  civil 
works  water  resource  projects  and  of  Corps-built  flood  risk  management  projects  operated  and  maintained 
by  non-Federal  sponsors. 

ER  1130-2-540,  Environmental  Stewardship  Operations  and  Maintenance  Guidance  Procedures,  15  Nov 

1996  (Original);  04  Nov  2002  (change  1);  31  Jul  2005  (change  2);  1 1  Aug  2008  (change  3),  establishes 
land  management  policy  for  Corps-administered  project  lands  and  water,  based  on  various  authorizing 
legislation  and  the  principles  of  good  environmental  stewardship.  Environmental  stewardship  includes 
both  passive  and  proactive  management  to  sustain  healthy  ecosystems  and  biodiversity,  and  conserve 
natural  resources,  such  that  Corps  lands  and  waters  are  left  in  a  condition  equal  to  or  better  than  their 
condition  when  acquired,  and  such  that  those  natural  and  cultural  resources  are  available  to  serve  the 
needs  of  present  and  future  generations.  Management  plans  will  be  prepared  for  all  Corps  administered 
lands  and  waters. 

ER  1130-2-550,  Recreation  Operations  and  Maintenance  Policies,  15  Nov  1996  (Original);  01  Oct  1999 

(change  1);  01  Mar  2002  (change  2);  15  Aug  2002  (change  3);  30  Aug  2008  (change  4);  30  Mar  2009 

(change  5),  establishes  the  policy  for  management  of  recreation  programs  and  activities,  and  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  recreation  amenities  and  related  structures, 
at  civil  works  water  resource  projects. 

ER  1 165-2-26,  Implementation  of  Executive  Order  1 1988  on  Floodplain  Management  30  Mar  1984,  sets 

forth  general  policy  and  guidance  for  Corps  implementation  of  Executive  Order  1 1988,  Floodplain 
Management,  as  it  pertains  to  planning,  design,  and  construction  of  Civil  Works  projects,  to  activities 
under  the  operation  and  maintenance  program,  and  to  the  real  estate  program  of  the  Corps.  The  policy  of 
the  Corps  with  respect  to  floodplain  management  is  to  formulate  projects  which,  to  the  extent  possible, 
avoid  or  minimize  adverse  impacts  associated  with  use  of  the  base  (100-year)  floodplain  and  avoid 
inducing  development  in  the  base  floodplain  unless  there  is  no  practicable  alternative.  The  decision  on 
whether  a  practicable  alternative  exists  will  be  based  on  weighing  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of 
floodplain  sites  and  non-floodplain  sites.  Factors  to  be  taken  into  consideration  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to,  conservation,  economics,  esthetics,  natural  and  beneficial  values  served  by  floodplains,  impact 
of  floods  on  human  safety,  location  advantage,  the  functional  need  for  locating  the  development  in  the 
floodplain,  historic  values,  fish  and  wildlife  habitat  values,  endangered  and  threatened  species,  Federal 
and  State  designations  of  wild  and  scenic  rivers,  refuges,  etc.  and,  in  general,  the  needs  and  welfare  of  the 
people.  The  test  of  practicability  will  apply  to  both  the  proposed  Corps  action  and  to  any  induced 
development  likely  to  be  caused  by  the  action.  Identification  and  evaluation  of  practicable  alternatives 
shall  include  consideration  of  alternative  sites  (carrying  out  the  proposed  action  outside  the  floodplain); 
alternative  actions  (other  means  which  accomplish  the  same  purpose  as  the  proposed  action);  and  no 
action.  When  a  determination  is  made  that  no  practicable  alternative  to  undertaking  an  action  in  the 
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floodplain  exists,  it  will  be  appropriately  documented  and  the  features  or  qualities  of  the  floodplain  that 
make  it  advantageous  over  alternative  non-floodplain  sites  shall  be  described  and  adequately  supported. 

ER  1 165-2-119,  Modifications  to  Completed  Projects,  20  Sep  1982,  provides  guidance  on  the  use  of 
available  authorities,  as  compared  to  the  need  of  new  project  authorizations,  for  study  and 
accomplishment  of  modification  to  completed  projects. 

ER  1 165-2-400.  Recreational  Planning,  Development,  and  Management  Policies,  CHE  09  Aug  1985. 

defines  the  objectives,  philosophies,  and  basic  policies  for  the  planning,  development  and  management  of 
outdoor  recreation  and  enhancement  of  fish  and  wildlife  resources  at  Corps  water  resource  development 
projects. 

ER  1 1 65-2-50 E  Civil  Works  Ecosystem  Restoration  Policy,  30  Sep  1999,  provides  policy  on  Corps 
involvement  in  ecosystem  restoration  and  protection  through  Civil  Works  programs  and  activities. 

Engineering  Pamphlets 

EP  310-1-6,  Corporate  Information:  Graphic  Standards  Manual,  01  Sep  1994  (original);  01  Jun  2006 

(change  1),  establishes  a  unified  approach  regarding  the  use  of  Corps  logotype  and  preparation  of  visual 
communications.  The  manual  covers  the  use  of  the  logo  in  business  cards,  signs,  publications,  forms, 
vehicles,  and  miscellaneous  items. 

EP  3 10-1 -6a,  232  Sign  Standards  Manual  VOL  E  01  Jun  2006,  provides  direction  and  guidance  for 
signage,  including  planning,  use,  placement,  materials,  and  maintenance,  at  Corps  Civil  Works  water 
resource  projects. 

EP  3 10-1  -6b,  Sign  Standards  Manual  VOL  2,  Appendices,  01  Jun  2006,  provides  guidance  on 
procurement  procedures,  materials  and  specifications,  sign  maintenance  procedures,  typography 
reference,  reference  material,  and  reproduction  materials  for  signage  at  Corps  water  resource  projects. 

EP  1130-2-540,  Environmental  Stewardship  and  Maintenance  Guidance  and  Procedures,  15  Nov  1996 

(original);  04  Nov  2002  (change  1);  31  Jul  2005  (change  2);  1 1  Aug  2008  (change  3),  establishes 
guidance  for  the  management  of  environmental  stewardship -related  operations  and  maintenance  activities 
at  Corps  civil  works  water  resource  projects  and  supplements  ER  1 130-2-540,  Environmental 
Stewardship  Operations  and  Maintenance  Policies. 

EP  1130-2-550,  Project  Operations -Recreation  Operation  and  Maintenance  Guidance  and  Procedures,  15 

Nov  1996  (original);  01  Oct  1999  (change  1);  01  Mar  2002  (change  2);  15  Aug  2002  (change  3);  30  Aug 

2008  (change  4),  establishes  guidance  for  the  management  of  recreation  programs  and  activities,  and  for 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  Corps  recreation  amenities  and  related  structures,  at  civil  works  water 
resource  projects  and  supplements  ER  1130-2-510,  Recreation  Operation  and  Maintenance  Policies. 
Master  Plans  and  operational  management  plans  are  to  be  developed  in  accordance  with  the  guidance  on 
master  planning  and  report  content  contained  in  Chapter  3  of  both  ER  and  EP  1130-2-550. 

EP  1 165-2-316,  Rules  and  Regulations  Governing  Public  Use  of  Water  Resources  Development  Projects 

Administered  by  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  May  2000;  codified  as  36  CFR  part  327,  establishes  rules  and 
regulations  pertaining  to  the  recreation  land  use  and  safety  measures  at  Corps  administered  water  resource 
and  development  projects. 
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EP  1 165-2-502,  Ecosystem  Restoration  -  Supporting  Policy  Information,  30  Sep  1999,  provides  policy 
information  in  support  of  ER  1165-2-501  to  guide  Corps  of  Engineers  involvement  in  ecosystem 
restoration  and  protection  through  Civil  Works  programs  and  activities. 

Engineering  Manuals 

EM  1 1 10-1-400,  Recreation  Facility  and  Customer  Services  Standards,  01  Nov  2004,  provides  general 
guidance  for  the  rehabilitation  of  existing,  and  the  design  and  construction  of  new  recreation  areas  and 
amenities,  the  provision  of  customer  services,  and  recreation  program  evaluation  activities  at  recreation 
areas  managed  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers.  The  overall  purpose  of  this  document  is  to  establish  a  uniform 
level  of  quality  nationwide  by  which  Corps-managed  parks  will  meet  the  needs  of  current  and  future  park 
customers. 

EM  1 1 10-2-410,  Design  of  Recreation  Areas  and  Facilities  -  Access  and  Circulation,  31  Dec  1982, 

presents  data  compiled  from  experience  and  research  that  may  be  useful  to  Corps  personnel  concerned 
with  the  design  of  access  and  circulation  to  recreation  sites,  areas  and  amenities.  The  material  presented  in 
the  manual  is  intended  as  design  guidance  for  obtaining  an  end  product  which  results  in  safe,  useable, 
economical  recreation  developments  and  accessible  to  all. 

South  Pacific  Division  Regulations 

SPDR  1 1 10-2- E  Land  Development  Proposals  at  Corps  Reservoir  Projects,  Nov  200 1,  establishes  South 
Pacific  Division  (SPD)  policy  for  evaluating  land  development  proposals  within  Basins  and  flood  basins 
of  the  Corps,  and  documenting  the  results  of  the  evaluation.  The  policies  of  this  division  regulation  detail 
the  procedures  to  be  followed  in  evaluating  land  development  proposals  by  any  entity  (companies, 
organizations,  private  parties,  governments,  or  agencies)  to  construct  buildings,  roads,  or  other  amenities, 
or  in  any  way  would  modify  the  land  forms,  vegetation,  surface  characteristics,  or  use  lands  within  a 
Basin  operated  by  the  Corps  for  flood  risk  management.  The  objective  is  to  assure  that  project  purposes 
are  not  compromised,  that  the  public  is  not  endangered,  and  that  natural  and  cultural  resources  associated 
with  project  lands  are  not  harmed. 

10.7  Pertinent  Publications 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  Publications 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Analysis  of  Design  Hansen  Dam,  Volumes  1  and  2,  1938 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Flood  Control  in  the  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage 
Area,  1939 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Hydrology  in  the  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area, 
1939 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area,  California 
Preliminary  Report  Recreational  Development  Hansen  Flood-Control  Basin,  1946 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Administration  and  Development  of  Project  Land  and 
Water  Areas,  1956 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Hansen  Dam  Master  Plan  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage 
Area,  California,  1975 
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U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Operations  and  Maintenance  Manual,  Los  Angeles 
County  Drainage  Area,  1975 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Tujunga  Wash  Recreation  Master  Plan,  1975 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Plan  of  Study,  Review  Report  for  Flood  Control  and 
Allied  Purposes,  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area,  1976 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Interim  Report  on  Hydrology  and  Hydraulic  Review  of 
Design  Features  of  Existing  Dams  for  LACDA  Dams,  1978 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area,  California, 

Reconnaissance  Report  on  Sediment  Storage  Capacity  at  Hansen  Dam  Under  Major  Rehabilitation 
Program,  1981 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Final  Feasibility  Report  for  Hansen  Dam  Reservoir 
Recreation  Lake  and  Water  Conservation  Pool  Redevelopment,  1983 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Environmental  Assessment  for  Debris  Removal  Hansen 
Dam  Flood  Control  Basin,  1984 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Hansen  Dam  Preliminary  Formulation  Report,  1984 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Final  Report,  Review  of  Water  Resources  within  the  Los 
Angeles  County  Drainage  Area,  1985 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area  Recreation  Review, 
1988 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Draft  Supplemental  Environmental  Assessment  for 
Debris  Removal  Hansen  Dam  Flood  Control  Basin,  1990 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Los  Angeles  District,  Water  Control  Manual  Hansen  Dam  -  Tujunga  Wash, 
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11 


Project  Description 


11.1  Project  Data 


The  Project  is  comprised  of  a  compacted  earthfill  embankment,  spillway  structure,  and  outlet 
works.  The  earth- fill  Dam  is  a  compacted,  impervious  structure  10,475  feet  long  and  1,087  feet 
in  elevation  according  to  National  Geodetic  Vertical  Datum  (NGVD,  1929).  The  maximum 
height  above  streambed  is  97  feet.  The  Dam  has  a  storage  capacity  of  33,348  acre-feet  at 
spillway  crest  (elevation  1060  feet)  based  on  the  November  2004  topographic  survey.  The  Dam 
embankment  extends  in  a  general  east  and  west  direction  at  right  angles  to  Tujunga  Wash.  The 
Dam  follows  a  gentle  curve  in  order  to  connect  the  abutments  of  the  Dam  with  a  prominent  rock 
outcrop  located  near  the  center  of  the  Dam.  At  the  east  end,  the  Dam  abuts  against  a  range  of 
small  hills  and  on  the  west  end,  terminates  in  a  gentle  sloping  hill.  Rock  is  exposed  on  the 
hillside  at  the  east  abutment  and  is  found  at  shallow  depths  on  the  west  abutment.  Between  the 
ends  of  the  Dam  and  the  central  rock  outcrop,  the  axis  of  the  Dam  crosses  the  lower  end  of  a 
typical  debris  cone.  The  upstream  face  of  the  Dam  has  a  slope  of  3  horizontal:  1  vertical  (3H:  IV) 
and  is  covered  with  a  2.5  feet  layer  of  riprap  over  a  6  inch  spall  blanket.  The  downstream  face 
has  a  slope  of  6H:1V  from  the  rock  toe  to  elevation  1,020  feet  NGVD,  a  slope  of  5H:1V  from 
elevation  1,020  to  1,050  feet  NGVD,  and  a  slope  of  3H:1V  to  the  Dam  crest.  Three  berms,  each 
20  feet  wide,  run  parallel  to  the  axis  of  the  Dam,  one  on  the  upstream  face  at  elevation  1,040  feet 
and  two  on  the  downstream  face  at  elevations  1,020  and  1,050  feet. 


■ 

'  ..  . 


The  spillway  structure,  with  a 
crest  elevation  of  1 ,060  feet 
NGVD,  1929  is  located  near  the 
center  of  the  Dam  on  a  prominent 
rock  outcrop  just  west  of  the 
Tujunga  Wash  Channel.  The 
approach  channel,  leading  to  the 
crest,  is  a  320-foot  wide 
rectangular  section  with  invert 
sloping  from  the  earth  berm  at 
elevation  1 ,040  feet  to  the  point 
of  intersection  with  the  concrete 
crest  section  at  elevation  1,060 
feet.  The  crest  is  a  Creager  and 
Justin  ogee  section  with  an 
overall  length  of  302  feet  and  six 
3 -foot  wide  crest  piers,  making  a 
net  length  of  284  feet.  A  concrete 
lined  rectangular  spillway  channel,  which  includes  the  outlet  channel  at  its  center,  is  designed  to 
carry  the  spillway  discharge  beyond  the  earth  embankment.  The  spillway  channel  consists  of  a 
302  foot  constant  width  section  to  the  toe  of  the  ogee  section,  and  an  897  foot  transition  to  a 
width  of  180  feet  from  the  toe  of  the  ogee  section  on  a  slope  of  0.08584  and  then  664  feet  on  the 
slope  of  0.02681,  being  parallel  to  the  outlet  channel  invert,  terminating  at  elevation  964  feet  and 
finally  connecting  with  the  improved  channel. 


Hansen  Dam  Aerial  27  January  1959 
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The  outlet  structures  and  spillway  are  located  west  of  the  Tujunga  Wash  Channel  in  Hansen 
Knob,  which  is  on  the  axis  of  the  Dam  and  approximately  bisects  it.  The  outlet  structures  include 
an  approach  channel,  an  intake  structure  with  operating  house  and  vent  house,  eight  gated  and 
two  un-gated  outlet  conduits,  and  an  outlet  channel.  The  outlet  conduits  are  installed  through  the 
overflow  spillway  section,  located  symmetrically  with  respect  to  the  spillway  center  line  and 
aligned  to  discharge  into  Tujunga  Wash.  The  gated  conduits  are  located  in  the  center  of  the  outlet 
section  in  two  groups  of  four.  All  conduit  entrances  are  elliptical  in  shape  and  have  been 
provided  with  a  semicircular  trash  rack  structure.  The  throat  entrances  to  the  un-gated  conduits 
are  8  by  8  feet  in  order  to  allow  larger  discharges  through.  A  60  foot  long  section,  dropping  to 
the  approximate  elevation  of  the  gated  conduits,  is  used  as  the  transition  from  the  8  by  8  foot 
entrance  throat  to  the  8  foot  wide  by  6  foot  high  outlet  section.  The  combined  maximum  capacity 
of  the  outlets  is  22,000  cfs  at  water  surface  elevation  1,060  feet  NGVD,  1929,  which  is  at  the 
spillway  crest.  Of  this,  4,900  cfs  passes  through  the  un-gated  openings  and  17,100  cfs  passes 
through  the  gated  openings.  Table  2.1  (Corps  2010a)  provides  a  summary  of  the  physical 
characteristics  of  the  Dam  and  Basin. 


Table  11.1  Hansen  Dam  and  Basin  Pertinent  Data 

General  Information 

Construction  Completed 

1940 

Stream  System 

Tujunga  Wash 

Drainage  Area 

151.9  square  miles 

Basin 

Elevation1 

Debris  Pool 

1,010.50  ft,  NGVD 

Spillway  crest 

1,060  ft,  NGVD 

Spillway  design  surcharge  level 

1,081.20  ft,  NGVD 

Top  of  Dam 

1,087  ft,  NGVD 

Area1 

Debris  Pool 

372  acres 

Spillway  crest 

826  acres 

Spillway  design  surcharge  level 

1,084  acres 

Top  of  Dam 

1,154  acres 

Capacity,  Gross1 

Debris  Pool 

3,756  ac-ft 

Spillway  crest 

33,348  ac-ft 

Spillway  design  surcharge  level 

52,964  ac-ft 

Top  of  Dam 

59,299  ac-ft 

Allowance  for  sediment  (50-year) 

10,500  ac-ft 

Allowance  for  sediment  (100-year) 

21,000  ac-ft 

Dam:  Type 

Earthfill 

Height  above  original  streambed 

97  ft 
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Top  Length 

10,475  ft 

Top  width 

30  ft 

Freeboard 

5.8  ft 

Spillway:  Type 

Overflow  cone,  Ungated  ogee 

Crest  length 

284  ft 

Design  surcharge 

21.2  ft 

Design  discharge 

99,700  cfs 

Outlets 

Uncontrolled 

Number  and  size 

2  -  8'  W  x  6'  H 

Entrance  invert  elevation 

1,011  ft,  NGVD 

Controlled 

Gates  -  type 

Vertical  Lift 

Number  and  size 

8  -  5'  W  x  8'  H 

Entrance  invert  elevation 

990  ft,  NGVD 

Conduits 

Number  (total) 

10 

Size  and  number 

2  -  8'  W  x  6'  H  ft 

Size  and  number 

8  -  5'  W  x  8'  H  ft 

Length 

265  ft 

Maximum  capacity  at  spillway  crest 

22,000  cfs 

Regulated  capacity  at  spillway  crest 

20,800  cfs 

Standard  Project  Flood 

Duration  (inflow) 

4  days 

Total  volume  (including  baseflow) 

92,500  cfs 

Inflow  peak 

53,000  cfs 

Probable  Maximum  Flood 

Duration  (Inflow) 

5  days 

Total  volume 

246,000  ac-ft 

Inflow  peak 

105,000  cfs 

Historic  Maximums 

Maximum  release  (2  March  1983) 

17,966  cfs 

Maximum  water  surface  elevation  (2  March  1983) 

1,039.70  ft,  NGVD 

^ased  on  November  2004  Survey.  Source:  Corps  2010a. 
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11.2  Hydrology  and  Basin  Operations 
Climate  and  Hydrology 

The  climate  of  the  drainage  area  above  the  Basin  is 
temperate  and  semi-arid  with  warm,  dry  summers  and  cool, 
moist  winters.  Most  precipitation  in  southern  California 
coastal  drainages  occurs  during  the  winter  season, 
primarily  from  November  through  early  April,  as  mid¬ 
latitude  cyclones  from  the  northern  Pacific  Ocean  move 
inland  over  the  area.  Most  of  these  storms  occur  in  the 
winter,  characterized  by  hours  of  light-to-moderate 
precipitation,  but  with  many  heavy  showers  and 
thunderstorms  within  the  storm  system.  Within  the 
drainage  area,  mean  annual  precipitation  ranges  from 
slightly  more  than  15  inches  near  the  Dam  to  more  than  36 
inches  in  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  upstream  of  Big 
Tujunga  Dam.  Precipitation  varies  greatly  by  year  and  by 
month  (Corps  1990). 

All  of  the  major  inflow  and  impoundment  events  in  Project  history  have  resulted  from  winter 
storms.  Runoff  from  the  watershed  is  characterized  by  high  flood  peaks  of  short  duration  that 
result  from  high-intensity  rainfall  on  the  watershed.  Flood  events  are  usually  less  than  48  hours 
duration.  Inflow  rates  drop  rapidly  between  storms,  and  inflow  during  the  dry  summer  season  is 
usually  less  than  10  cfs.  Based  on  the  US  Geological  Survey  stream-gage  record  for  Big  Tujunga 
Creek  below  the  Dam,  the  long-term  average  outflow  from  the  Dam  from  1948  to  2009  is  17,927 
acre-feet  per  year  (or  24.8  cubic  feet  per  second).  The  mean  annual  outflow  varied  from  a  high  of 
224  cfs  in  water  year  1993  to  the  lowest  runoff  of  0  cfs  in  water  years  1950,  1951,  1963-1965, 
and  1972.  Channel  flow  below  the  Dam  is  characterized  by  releases  of  relatively  long  duration 
with  occasional  sharp  peaks  from  the  tributary  urban  areas  downstream  (Corps  1990). 

The  watershed  has  a  high  sediment  and  debris  production  potential.  The  original  estimate  of 
sedimentation  in  the  Dam  was  5,000  acre-feet  (AF)  over  a  50-year  period  (1940  to  1990).  By 
1977,  sedimentation  at  the  Basin  (approximately  10,000  AF)  greatly  exceeded  the  original 
estimate.  Based  on  the  historical  average  annual  sedimentation  rate  for  the  Basin,  approximately 
84  percent  (272  acre-feet/year)  of  all  sediment  entering  into  the  Basin  area  remains  behind  the 
Dam.  Approximately  16  percent  (52  acre-feet/year)  of  all  sediment  is  conveyed  downstream  into 
the  Tujunga  Wash  Channel.  Due  to  the  amount  of  sediment  that  has  been  deposited  behind  the 
Dam,  a  long-term  sediment  removal  operation  was  initiated  at  the  Basin  in  1984.  This  operation 
has  restored  much  of  the  original  Basin  storage  capacity  (Corps  1999). 

Dam  Operation 

The  primary  Project  purpose  is  flood  risk  management  for  the  communities  in  the  San  Fernando 
Valley  along  Tujunga  Wash  and  the  Los  Angeles  River.  Water  is  temporarily  stored  behind  the 
Dam  during  periods  of  high  inflows  and  is  released  more  slowly  through  the  downstream 
Tujunga  Wash  Channel.  The  water  control  operation  described  in  the  Water  Control  Manual 
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(Corps  1990)  uses  the  Basin  storage  capacity  (33,348  acre-feet)  in  conjunction  with  the  outlet 
release  capability  (maximum  of  20,800  cfs)  to  manage  flood  inflow  events  to  the  conveyance 
capacity  of  the  downstream  Tujunga  Wash  and  Los  Angeles  River  channels.  The  operation 
schedule  for  the  Dam  includes  controlled  releases  up  to  500  cubic  feet  per  second  until  the  Basin 
reaches  an  elevation  of  1,010.5  feet  NGVD.  Above  this  elevation  Dam  releases  are  permitted  up 
to  20,800  cfs,  not  to  exceed  the  downstream  channel  capacity  in  Tujunga  Wash  or  the  Los 
Angeles  River  (Corps  1990).  The  available  conveyance  capacity  of  the  downstream  channels 
vary  throughout  flood  events  depending  on  the  physical  condition  of  the  channel  as  well  as 
rainfall  and  flood  runoff  downstream  of  the  Dam  that  use  up  a  portion  of  the  channel  conveyance 
capacity.  Project  pertinent  data  is  provided  in  Table  2.1  (Corps  2010a). 

At  low  water  surface  elevations  (up  to  1,010.5  feet),  the  Project  can  be  operated  for  water 
conservation  during  periods  of  favorable  weather  and  runoff  forecasts  subject  to  Project 
requirements.  Dam  releases  for  water  conservation  are  made  in  coordination  with  LACDPW  and 
the  City,  who  operate  groundwater  recharge  spreading  basins  along  Tujunga  Wash.  The 
operation  plan  does  not  provide  for  the  temporary  or  permanent  storage  of  floodwaters  for 
recreation  purposes.  During  flood  risk  management  operations,  areas  developed  for  recreation 
may  be  inundated  with  storm  water  and  are  repaired  or  restored  by  the  lessee  (Corps  1999). 

Basin  Filling  Frequency 

The  frequency  and  extent  of  flood  inundation  is  considered  in  the  management  of  Basin  lands. 
The  operation  of  the  Dam  to  manage  flood  inflows  results  in  periodic  storage  of  flood  waters 
within  the  Basin.  A  statistical  analysis  of  water  surface  elevations  over  a  historical  period  of  time 
in  which  the  Dam  has  been  operated  determines  the  filling  frequency.  Filling  frequency  refers  to 
the  relationship  between  the  maximum  water  elevation  in  the  Basin  and  how  frequently  these 
elevations  are  reached.  Filling  frequency  values  are  presented  in  Table  2.2. 


Table  2.2  Hansen  Dam  Filling  Frequency  Relationship 

Percent  Chance  Exceedance 

Return  Period 

Basin  Stage  (feet) 

0.2 

500 

1066.3 

0.5 

200 

1054.2 

1.0 

100 

1043.4 

2.0 

50 

1034.0 

5.0 

20 

1024.8 

10.0 

10 

1022.8 

20.0 

5 

1014.5 

50.0 

2 

1010.6 

80.0 

1.25 

1007.0 

90.0 

1.11 

1006.4 

95.0 

1.05 

1005.9 

99.0 

1.01 

1005.5 

The  Basin’s  water  surface  elevation  gage  produces  a  continuous  record  of  the  Basin  stage.  The  filling 
frequency  of  the  Basin  is  used  to  develop  a  statistical  relationship  between  water  surface  elevation  and 
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frequency.  This  statistically  derived  relationship  was  augmented  by  using  the  results  of  prior  Corps 
hydrology  studies  that  used  inflow  volume  frequency  and  hydrograph  routing  procedures  to  estimate  the 
frequency  of  occurrence  of  the  less  frequent  (rarer)  floods  such  as  the  100-year,  200-year,  and  500-year 
events.  In  Table  2.3,  percent  chance  exceedance  means,  for  example,  that  every  year  there  is  a  1 -percent 
(1  out  of  100)  chance  for  the  indicated  Basin  water  surface  elevation  (1043.4  feet  NGVD)  to  be  equaled 
or  exceeded  due  to  flood  inflows.  The  elevation-frequency  contours  in  Map  7  show  the  Basin  area 
inundated  for  the  10-,  50-,  and  100-year  return  period  flood  events  as  well  as  area  inundated  when  the 
Basin  pool  elevation  is  at  spillway  crest  (1060  feet).  With  regard  to  duration  of  Basin  inundation,  the 
project  operation  for  flood  risk  management  produces  short  periods  of  Basin  inundation.  Floodwaters  are 
released  quickly  (a  matter  of  days)  in  order  to  regain  storage  space  to  capture  future  flood  inflows.  Figure 
2.1  presents  the  historical  record  of  the  Project’s  water  surface  elevation  from  October  1941  to  September 
2007  (65  years)  (Corps  2009). 

Operational  Issues 

Basin  sedimentation  is  an  operational  issue  as  it  steadily  reduces  storage  capacity  leading  to  more 
frequent  Basin  inundation  at  higher  pool  levels.  The  Corps  periodically  excavates  sediment  within  the 
Basin  to  maintain  storage  capacity.  The  trash  rack  in  front  of  the  outlet  works  occasionally  becomes 
clogged  from  vegetative  debris  accumulation  that  must  be  manually  cleared  (Corps  1990). 


Figure  2.1  Water  Surface  Elevations 
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11.3  Real  Estate 

The  Corps  acquired  1,507.2  acres  for  construction,  operations,  and  maintenance  of  the  Project. 
The  Federal  government  owns  1,461.3  acres  in  fee  and  limited  flowage  rights  over  an  additional 
45.9  acres.  The  Corps,  as  the  agency  authorized  to  manage  the  Basin,  reserves  162.7  acres 
exclusively  for  operation  of  the  Dam.  The  remaining  1,298.6  fee  acres  are  available  for 
compatible  uses  with  a  preference  toward  recreation  purposes. 

The  Corps  granted  a  lease  for  1,450  acres  to  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  (City)  in  1948  for 
recreation  purposes.  On  21  January  1969,  the  Corps  granted  a  new  lease  of  1,351.8  acres  in  the 
Hansen  Dam  Basin  to  the  City  for  a  term  of  50  years.  On  16  August  1972,  Supplemental 
Agreement  1  increased  lease  area  by  3.5  acres.  On  4  June  1974,  Supplemental  Agreement  2 
added  0.09  acres  for  a  total  of  1,355.4  acres.  Supplemental  Agreement  3,  dated  24  September 
2002,  extended  the  term  of  the  lease  from  50  years  to  75  years  with  a  termination  date  of  20 
January  2044.  Map  4  shows  the  area  leased  for  recreation  purposes. 

11.4  Watershed 

The  San  Gabriel  Mountains  form  the  northern  divide  of  the  watershed,  while  a  high  ridge  forms 
the  divide  with  the  upper  San  Gabriel  River  watershed  to  the  east,  and  delineates  a  152  square 
mile  watershed.  Big  Tujunga  Dam,  located  14  miles  upstream  of  the  Project,  controls  82  square 
miles  of  this  drainage  area  and  is  a  water  conservation  and  flood  risk  management  facility  owned 
and  operated  by  Los  Angeles  County  Department  of  Public  Works  (LACDPW).  Downstream  of 
Big  Tujunga  Dam,  Tujunga  Wash  flows  across  a  broad  alluvial  fan  and  passes  through  the  Basin, 
through  an  urbanized  valley,  and  empties  into  the  Los  Angeles  River  9.3  miles  downstream. 

Little  Tujunga  Wash,  the  other  major  tributary  in  the  watershed,  joins  Big  Tujunga  Wash  within 
Hansen  Dam  Basin.  The  longest  watercourse  in  the  watershed  is  the  Big  Tujunga  Wash.  It  is 

31.5  miles  in  length  and  an  average  slope  of  148  feet  per  mile  (Corps  1990). 


Approximately  140  square  miles  of  the  152  square  mile  drainage  area  above  the  Basin  consists 
of  steep,  mountainous  terrain,  dissected  by  deep,  narrow  ravines  containing  the  numerous 
watercourses,  tributaries  to  this  watershed.  The  remainder  of  the  watershed  consists  of  a 
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relatively  flat  alluvial  fan  surface  and  valley  fill  area.  Elevations  in  the  mountains  vary  from 
7,124  feet  at  Pacifica  Mountain  to  990  feet  at  the  Dam.  Much  of  the  watershed  is  part  of  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  (Corps  1990). 

11.5  Market  Area 

Market  area  refers  to  the  surrounding  residential  areas  and  communities  that  are  within  a 
reasonable  proximity  to  the  Basin.  They  are  areas  where  individuals  and/or  families  would  be 
expected  to  travel  from  their  home  to  take  part  in  the  Basin’s  recreation  opportunities. 
Populations  that  utilize  the  recreational  and  natural  areas  of  the  Basin  are  considered  the  market 
demographic.  The  primary  market  demographic  includes  the  residents  of  adjacent  communities 
including  San  Fernando,  Pacoima,  Tujunga  and  Sun  Valley,  as  well  as  the  City  and  County  of 
Los  Angeles.  The  market  demographic  is  considered  when  identifying  recreation  and  resource 
needs  for  the  Basin.  Demographics  considered  in  the  master  planning  process  include  the  2000 
population,  estimated  2008  population,  age  distribution,  ethnic  heritage,  household  size,  density 
of  people  per  square  mile,  median  household  income,  the  percentage  of  individuals  living  below 
the  poverty  level  and  other  statistics  (Table  2.3). 


Table  11.3  Demographic  Data  for  Communities  Surrounding  Basin 

Community 

Los  Angeles 
County 

City  of  Los 
Angeles 

San  Fernando 

Burbank 

2000  Population 

9,519,338 

3,694,820 

23,564 

100,316 

2008  Population  Estimation 

9,832,137 

3,833,995 

23,833 

102,968 

<  9  yrs. 

16.1% 

15.8% 

19.9% 

12.3% 

Age  Distribution  54 

14.8% 

52.0% 

13.7% 

53.7% 

17.8% 

50.1% 

12.0% 

54.3% 

>55 

17.0%. 

16.7% 

12.1% 

21.4% 

Asian 

11.9% 

10.0% 

1.1% 

9.2% 

Black 

9.8% 

11.2% 

1.0% 

2.1% 

Latino 

44.6% 

46.5% 

89.3% 

24.9% 

Ethnicity  Native  American 

0.8% 

0.8% 

1.7% 

0.5% 

Pacific  Islander 

0.3% 

0.2% 

0.1% 

0.1% 

White 

48.7% 

46.9% 

42.8% 

72.2% 

Other 

23.5% 

25.7% 

49.4% 

9.9% 

Household  Size 

3.0 

2.8 

4.1 

2.4 

Density  (People  per  Square  Mile) 

2,344 

7,877 

9,881 

5,782 

Median  Household  Income 

$42,189 

$36,687 

$39,909 

$47,467 

Individuals  Living  Below 

Poverty  Level 

17.4% 

22.1% 

19.1% 

10.5% 

High  School  Graduates 

69.9% 

66.6% 

41.9% 

83.1% 

Bachelor’s  Degree  or  Higher 

24.9% 

25.5% 

5.4% 

29.0% 

Living  With  a  Disability 

20.4% 

21.7% 

20.6% 

18.2% 

'Data  taken  from  2000  Census  Data,  American  factfinder. 

2Mixed-race  ethnicities  reported  resulting  in  a  total  greater  than  100%. 

Overall  population,  household  size,  and  density  describe  the  number  of  people  that  may  utilize 
the  Basin  for  recreation  purposes.  The  statistics  obtained  for  the  median  household  income  and 
number  of  people  living  below  the  poverty  level  help  to  determine  the  need  for  free  or  low  cost 
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recreation  activities.  Ethnic  and  educational  background  assists  in  defining  the  need  for  signage, 
interpretative  programs,  educational  enhancement,  recreation  types,  and  other  activities  to  meet  a 
broad  spectrum  of  socioeconomic  needs. 

Population  density  describes  the  distribution  of  people  in  the  market  area  and  is  an  important 
demographic  to  consider  in  meeting  the  needs  of  the  community.  Los  Angeles  County  is  the  third 
most  densely  populated  county  in  California  with  2,344  living  in  each  square  mile.  The  high 
density  of  people  per  square  mile  indicates  that  pressure  on  the  natural  environment  and  demand 
for  open  space,  recreational  opportunities,  and  environmental  protections  is  greater  than  other 
less  densely  populated  areas  in  the  state  of  California. 

With  an  estimated  10  million  people  living  within  the  Basin  market  area,  there  is  significant  need 
for  recreation  opportunities,  open  space,  and  environmental  stewardship.  To  reflect  the 
demographics  in  the  market  area,  the  development  of  these  opportunities  must  widely  appeal  to  a 
broad  spectrum  of  the  population. 

11.6  Regional  Context 

Los  Angeles  County  (County)  provides  approximately  87,000  acres  of  parkland  (just  under  9 
acres  per  1,000  people);  37,000  acres  of  recreation  area  (3.6  acres  per  1,000  people);  a  roughly 
equivalent  amount  of  wilderness  area;  2,900  acres  of  beaches;  13,000  acres  of  golf  courses;  and 
645,000  acres  of  forest.  The  range  of  recreation  options  within  and  adjacent  to  the  County  is  very 
diverse  and  responds  to  a  broad  spectrum  of  recreation  and  leisure  preferences.  The  National 
Parks  and  Recreation  Association  recommends  10  acres  of  open  space  per  1,000  residents,  so  the 
County  as  a  whole  has  nearly  adequate  park  space.  Yet  disparities  exist  at  the  local  level  in  the 
more  urbanized  areas,  especially  when  the  access  and  proximity  to  open  space  are  considered. 
The  recreation  amenities  in  the  Basin  play  an  important  role  in  filling  this  local  need.  The  range 
of  recreation  options  within  and  adjacent  to  the  County  is  very  diverse  and  responds  to  a  broad 
spectrum  of  recreation  and  leisure  preferences.  Map  6  shows  the  locations  of  open  space  and 
park  lands  throughout  the  region. 
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12  Planning  Process 


12.1  Vision  and  Mission 

According  to  Corps  guidance,  the  ongoing  vision  of  water  resources  management  emphasizes 
sustainability  and  environmental  stewardship  in  natural  resources  management.  The  Corps  mission  states: 

“The  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  is  the  steward  of  the  lands  and  waters  at  Corps  water  resources 
projects.  Its  Natural  Resources  Management  Mission  is  to  manage  and  conserve  those  natural  resources, 
consistent  with  eco-system  management  principles,  while  providing  quality  public  outdoor  recreation 
experiences  to  serve  the  needs  of  present  and  future  generations.  In  all  aspects  of  natural  and  cultural 
resources  management,  the  Corps  promotes  awareness  of  environmental  values  and  adheres  to  sound 
environmental  stewardship,  protection,  compliance,  and  restoration  practices.  The  Corps  manages  for 
long-term  public  access  to,  and  use  of,  the  natural  resources  [of  the  Basin]  in  cooperation  with  other 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  as  well  as  the  private  sector.  The  Corps  integrates  the  management  of 
diverse  natural  resource  components  such  as  fish,  wildlife,  forests,  wetlands,  grasslands,  soil,  air,  and 
water  with  the  provision  of  public  recreation  opportunities.  The  Corps  conserves  natural  resources  and 
provides  public  recreation  opportunities  that  contribute  to  the  quality  of  American  life.”  (ER  1130-2-550, 
Chapter  2,  Paragraph  2-2. a  (1)  (15  November  1996). 

12.2  Use  of  the  Master  Plan 

The  Master  Plan  is  essential  for  efficient  and  cost-effective  use  of  natural  resources,  recreation 
development,  and  management  programs.  The  Master  Plan  provides  guidance  for  land  use  and 
future  development.  It  is  a  tool  for  the  responsible  stewardship  of  Basin  resources  for  the  benefit 
of  current  future  generations.  The  goals  of  the  Master  Plan  are  to  identify  a  water  and  land 
resource  objectives  and  management  concepts  including: 

*  Responding  to  regional  needs,  resource  capabilities,  and  expressed  public  interests  and 
desires  consistent  with  authorized  project  purposes. 

*  Contributing  towards  recreation  diversity  within  the  region. 

*  Emphasizing  the  unique  qualities  and  characteristics  of  the  Basin. 

*  Exhibiting  consistency  and  compatibility  with  national  objectives  and  other  state  and 
regional  goals  and  programs. 

The  Master  Plan  describes  and  identifies:  (1)  an  inventory  of  Basin  lands,  resources,  and  uses; 

(2)  a  summary  of  the  public  participation  input;  (3)  a  summary  of  resource  and  ecosystem  use 
objectives;  and  (4)  the  recommended  land  use  plan. 

12.3  Public  Participation 

Public  participation  is  an  essential  element  in  the  development  of  this  Master  Plan.  Community 
involvement  offers  an  opportunity  for  the  public  to  voice  their  concerns  and  desires  and  enriches  the 
process  with  local  knowledge  of  the  Basin.  The  objectives  of  public  involvement  are  to: 

*  Provide  information  about  the  Corps  Master  Plan  process  Make  the  public’s  desires,  needs,  and 
concerns  known  to  decision-makers;  and 
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*  Consider  the  public’s  views  in  reaching  decisions  (EP  1 130-2-550). 

The  public  expressed  a  strong  desire  for  public  spaces  to  meet  the  diverse  and  evolving  needs  of  the 
surrounding  communities.  While  public  input  is  solicited  and  encouraged  under  the  master  planning 
process,  the  Corps  cannot  relinquish  decision  making  authority,  nor  deviate  from  legal  or  policy 
constraints. 

Four  community  workshops  were  held  to  encourage  dialogue  between  the  Corps,  the  City,  and 
stakeholders.  They  were  held  at  the  Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center.  The  first  community  workshop 
was  held  on  Saturday,  21  November  2009.  The  second  workshop  was  held  on  Thursday,  28  January  2010. 
At  the  second  workshop  the  proposed  land  use  classifications  were  presented  and  discussed. 
Approximately  60  people  attended  the  first  two  workshops.  At  the  third  workshop,  a  summary  of  the 
resource  and  ecosystem  objectives,  and  the  land  use  classification  map  were  presented  and  discussed  in  an 
open  forum.  Approximately  20  people  attended  the  third  workshop  which  was  held  on  Thursday,  29  April 
2010.  The  forth  workshop  was  help  on  24  August  2011  during  the  public  review  period  for  the  Draft 
Environmental  Assessment.  Approximately  35  people  attended.  Comments  were  provided  during  the 
workshops  and  additional  comments  were  received  via  mail  and  email  and  t  have  also  been  incorporated 
as  part  of  the  public  participation  process.  The  top  5  comments  from  all  the  workshops  are  shown  in 
Figure  3.1.  Issues  and  comments  raised  by  attendees  at  the  first  workshop  included  the  following: 

*  Allow  the  model  airplane  flyers  to  keep  the  area  that  they  have  been  using. 

*  Keep  all  areas  natural  and  restore  where  possible,  including  all  of  Tujunga  Wash. 

o  The  alluvial  scrub  is  rarer  than  riparian  habitat. 

*  Re-open  the  traditional  equestrian  trails  that  once  encircled  the  entire  area  that  are  now  closed. 

o  At  a  minimum,  move  the  fence  at  the  aquatic  area  to  open  the  equestrian  trail  when  the 
center  is  not  open. 

*  Increase  patrols  and  keep  homeless  encampments  in  check. 

*  Limit  new  development  to  the  periphery  where  the  active  recreation  and  children’s  areas  are 
located. 

*  Enforce  existing  laws. 

*  Expand  biking/hiking  trail  system. 

*  Create  an  off-leash  area  for  dogs. 

*  Prohibit  paint-ball  areas. 

Issues  and  Comments  raised  by  attendees  at  the  second  workshop  included  the  following: 

*  Concern  about  the  effects  of  Station  Fire  on  the  Basin  with  the  potential  for  winter  storms 
bringing  down  heavy  sediment  loads. 

*  Quicksand  that  develops  after  the  wet  weather  and  the  lack  of  proper  signage  or  restrictions  to  the 
area. 

*  Sedimentation  restricting  the  use  of  the  wildlife  lake  and  Holiday  Lake. 

*  Desire  for  better  trail  mapping  and  accessibility. 

Issues  and  Comments  raised  by  attendees  at  the  third  workshop  included  the  following: 

*  The  desire  for  access  and  fishing  on  the  wildlife  lake,  much  like  what  was  proposed  in  the  1991 
Master  Plan  and  existed  previously  at  Holiday  Lake. 

*  More  access  to  the  wildlife  lake  could  reduce  homeless  encampments. 

*  Conversion  of  the  low  density  designation  to  environmentally  sensitive  in  areas  around  Tujunga 
Wash  and  next  to  the  ballfields. 
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*  Designation  of  vegetative  management  or  low  density  recreation  instead  of  inactive  and/or  future 
recreation  in  the  areas  near  ranches. 

*  Better  patrols  and  maintenance. 

*  Would  like  to  see  the  campground  (in  development  phase)  opened  for  local  families,  not  just  non¬ 
profit  organizations,  when  the  campground  is  finally  developed. 

*  Desire  to  have  Holiday  Lake  restored  by  removing  sediment. 

*  Desire  for  better  trail  mapping  and  accessibility. 
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Figure  3.1  Top  5  Comments  from  Hansen  Dam  Workshops 
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■  Develop,  mark  and  manage  hiking,  bicycling  and  equestrian  trails. 

■  Do  not  allow  concrete  or  paving  in  Hansen  Dam  Basin. 

□  Reconnect,  reestablish  and  maintain  equestrian  trails. 

□  Preserve  natural  habitat. 


■  Create  a  flight  field  for  electronic  model  aircrafts. 

The  feedback  from  the  community  was  carefully  considered  as  well  as  input  from  the  major 
lessee.  This  information  was  utilized  in  the  development  of  resource  objectives,  land  use 
classifications,  specific  policies  on  special  events,  filming,  and  other  activities  and  are  included 
in  Appendix  A,  Outgrant  Policies.  Concerns  and  issues  raised  by  the  public  have  been 
communicated  to  the  City  as  many  of  these  issues  concern  ongoing  maintenance  which  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  City. 
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Land  Allocation,  Land  Use  Classification,  and  Resource 
Inventory  and 


The  Corps  land  use  classification  system  is  defined  in  EP  1 130-2-550.  The  Corps  acquires  land 
for  a  specific  purpose.  This  purpose  is  its  “allocation.”  Allocated  lands  may  be  utilized  under  the 
opportunities  and  constraints  of  “land  use  classifications.”  This  section  describes  land  allocations 
and  land  use  classifications,  and  provides  a  complete  description  of  all  lands  within  the  Basin 
and  their  existing  classifications,  uses,  conditions,  and  needs. 


13.1  Land  Allocation 

Land  allocation  refers  to  the  identification  and 
documentation  of  lands  at  Civil  Works  projects  is  in 
accordance  with  the  authorized  purposes  for  which  they 
were  or  are  to  be  acquired.  There  are  four  primary  land 
allocation  categories  applicable  to  Corps  projects  for 
Project  Operations  (e.g.,  flood  risk  management,  water 
supply,  hydropower,  etc.),  Recreation,  Fish  and  Wildlife, 
and  Mitigation.  For  Hansen  Dam,  the  Basin  land  was 
acquired  for  the  purpose  of  flood  risk  management,  which 
falls  under  the  allocation  of  Project  Operations.  This 
allocation  establishes  that  the  primary  and 
uncompromising  purpose  of  the  Basin  is  operations  for 
the  purpose  of  flood  risk  management.  All  land  use 
classifications  are  secondary  to  this  purpose  and  must  be  compatible  with  flood  risk 
management. 

13.2  Land  Use  Classifications 

Allocated  Project  lands  are  further  classified  for  development  and  resource  management 
consistent  with  authorized  project  purposes,  and  Federal  laws  including  NEPA.  The 
classification  process  refines  the  land  allocations  to  fully  utilize  project  lands  and  must  consider 
public  desires,  legislative  authority,  as  well  as  regional  and  project  specific  resource 
requirements  and  suitability.  The  Project  Operations  allocation  takes  precedent  over  any  other 
classification  categories.  For  example  agricultural  or  grazing  use  of  project  land  is  not  a  land  use 
classification,  but  is  an  interim  or  corollary  use  to  meet  management  objectives.  Land  is 
classified  into  one  of  the  following  uses: 

Project  Operations  This  classification  includes  lands  required  for  the  structure,  operations  center, 
office,  maintenance  compound  and  other  areas  that  are  used  solely  for  Project  Operations. 

Recreation  Land  developed  for  intensive  outdoor  recreation  activities  by  the  public,  including 
developed  recreation  areas,  and  areas  for  concession,  resort,  and  quasi-public  development. 
Recreation  areas  planned  for  initial  development  are  included  in  this  classification.  Undeveloped 
areas  are  classified  as  Multiple  Resource  Management  until  initiation  of  the  development. 


Land  Allocation 

Operations 

Land  Use  Classifications 

Project  Operations 
Recreation 

Environmentally  Sensitive 
Multiple  Resource  Management* 
Easement  Lands 

*Multiple  Resource  Management 

Recreation  -  Low  Density 
Vegetative  Management 
Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation 


Land  Allocation,  Existing  Land  Use  Classification,  and  Resource  Inventory  and  Analysis 
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Mitigation  This  includes  land  acquired  or  designated  specifically  for  mitigation.  Land  classified 
in  this  category  should  be  evaluated  for  consideration  for  lease  or  license  to  the  Department  of 
the  Interior  or  the  state. 

Environmentally  Sensitive  Where  scientific,  ecological,  cultural,  or  esthetic  features  have  been 
identified  for  conservation  and  preservation.  These  areas  must  be  considered  by  management  to 
ensure  the  sensitive  areas  are  not  adversely  impacted.  This  classification  anticipates  that  there 
would  be  limited  or  no  development  for  public  use  on  land  in  this  classification.  There  is  a  strict 
prohibition  against  agricultural  or  grazing  uses. 

Multiple  Resource  Management  Lands  managed  for  one  or  more  of,  but  not  limited  to,  these 
activities  to  the  extent  that  they  are  compatible  with  the  primary  allocation(s).  The  activities 
should  be  fully  explained  in  the  narrative  portion  of  the  Master  Plan. 

Recreation  -  Low  Density  Low  density  recreation  activities  such  as  hiking,  primitive 
camping,  wildlife  observation,  hunting,  or  similar  low  density  recreation  activities. 

Wildlife  Management  Lands  in  this  sub-category  shall  be  evaluated  for  consideration  for 
lease  or  license  to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  or  the  state,  or  shall  be  designated  for 
direct  management  by  the  Corps. 

Vegetative  Management  Includes  management  activities  for  the  protection  and 
development  of  forest  and  vegetative  cover. 

Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation  Areas  Recreation  areas  planned  for  the  future  or  that 
have  been  temporarily  closed.  These  lands  will  be  classified  as  Multiple  Resource 
Management  in  the  interim. 

Easement  lands  All  lands  for  which  the  Corps  holds  an  easement  interest  but  not  fee  title. 
Planned  use  and  management  of  easement  lands  will  be  in  strict  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  easement  estate  acquired  for  the  project. 

13.3  Guiding  Principles 

Community  input  with  Corps’  guidance  was  utilized  to  identify  guiding  principles  for  the 
management  of  the  Basin.  These  include: 

*  Ensure  that  all  uses  within  the  Basin  are  consistent  with  the  flood  risk  management 
operations; 

*  Protect  and  restore  ecosystem  function; 

*  Ensure  that  a  variety  of  recreational  opportunities  are  provided  for  public  use; 
Stakeholders  recognize  their  environmental  responsibility  and  preservation  of  cultural  and 
historical  resources;  and 

*  Management  of  the  Basin  lands  and  activities  should  integrate  sustainable  practices. 
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13.4  Land  Use  Classification  Restrictions 

Certain  uses  and  activities  at  the  Basin  are  not  compatible  in  all  classifications,  or  are  limited 
within  classifications.  Uses  and  activities  designated  as  incompatible  within  a  classification  are 
not  permitted.  Additional  guidelines  and  restrictions  applicable  to  all  land  use  classifications  can 
be  found  in  Appendix  A-l,  Outgrant  Policies. 

4.4.1  Project  Operations 

*  No  recreation  activities  are  permitted  within  Project  Operations  areas  except  on 
specifically  designated  trails  and  by  permission  of  the  District  Commander. 

*  Potentially  compatible  activities  that  require  review  and  approval  by  the  District 
Commander  include:  filming,  training  activities  for  public  organizations  (e.g.,  police  and 
fire  departments),  biological  surveys,  and  volunteer  activities.  Filming,  training  and 
biological  surveys  must  comply  with  the  procedures  and  requirements  outlined  in  the 
applicable  appendices  to  this  Master  Plan.  Volunteer  activities  require  case-by-case 
analyses. 

*  Use  by  government  personnel  during  emergencies  (fire  department  staging,  etc.)  is 
potentially  compatible  but  shall  require  case-by-case  analysis  under  the  applicable 
procedures  and  requirements,  including  Federal  environmental  laws  and  regulations. 

Recreation 

*  Structures/development  are  allowed  to  support  high  density  recreation  uses  and  users 
(e.g.,  restrooms,  drinking/water  fountains,  garbage  and  recycling  cans,  informational 
signage/kiosks,  benches,  picnic  tables,  group  picnic  areas,  etc.).  Sports  fields  and 
amenities  requiring  improvements  to  the  land,  including  grading,  excavation,  or 
installation  of  structures  require  specific  analysis  and  compliance  with  applicable 
environmental  laws. 

*  Dogs  and  other  animals/pets  are  allowed  only  on-leash,  6  feet  in  length  or  less,  except 
where  dog  parks  for  off-leash  use  are  specifically  designated. 

*  Bicycles  are  allowed  on  designated  trails,  paths,  and  roads.  Trails  may  be  closed  in  the 
event  of  excessive  erosion. 

*  Horses  are  allowed  on  trails,  paths,  and  roads,  but  no  grazing  is  permitted. 

*  Organized  volunteer  activities  that  are  non-invasive  or  minimally  invasive,  such  as  trash 
pickup,  held  outside  of  breeding  season  (15  March  to  15  September)  or  over  100  feet  from 
environmentally  sensitive  areas  are  considered  compatible. 

*  Special  events  are  preferred  at  the  areas  designated  in  the  Special  Events  Policy.  Special 
events  may  be  permitted  outside  these  designated  areas  in  certain  circumstances  subject 
to  event- specific  review.  See  Appendix  A-l,  Outgrant  Policies,  for  additional  guidance. 

*  Filming  and  training  activities  may  be  compatible  and  should  be  coordinated  with  the 
lessee. 

Environmentally  Sensitive 

*  Structures/development  is  not  generally  considered  compatible  only  to  support  trail  users 
(e.g.,  restrooms,  drinking/water  fountains,  garbage  and  recycling  cans,  informational 
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signage/kiosks,  and  benches).  Picnic  tables  shall  be  limited  and  generally  located  in  close 
proximity  to  trailheads  or  other  developed  areas. 

*  Dogs  are  not  compatible  whether  on-  or  off-leash. 

*  Bicycles  are  not  allowed.  Use  of  bicycles  on  dirt  trails  can  contribute  to  erosion.  Trails 
may  be  closed  to  bicycles  in  the  event  of  safety  or  environmental  concerns. 

*  Horses  are  compatible  on  existing  trails,  but  no  grazing  is  permitted. 

*  Organized  volunteer  activities  that  are  non-in vasive  or  minimally  invasive,  such  as  trash 
pickup,  held  outside  of  breeding  season  (15  March  to  15  September),  may  be  considered 
compatible  but  may  require  specific  environmental  analysis. 

*  Special  events  are  not  compatible  with  this  classification.  No  special  events  may  be  held 
within  or  traverse  Environmentally  Sensitive  areas.  This  restriction  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  organized  walk/run  events  and  bicycle  races. 

*  Boating,  swimming,  and  fishing  are  not  compatible  with  this  classification. 

*  Restoration  proposals  are  compatible.  However,  all  requests  will  require  request-specific 
analysis. 

*  Biological  surveys  are  compatible  subject  to  certain  restrictions  and  should  be 
coordinated  with  the  lessee,  or  the  Corps,  if  the  area  has  not  been  leased  to  others. 

*  Still  photography  is  compatible  with  this  classification.  Professional  still  photography 
may  be  compatible  subject  to  certain  restrictions  and  should  be  coordinated  with  the 
lessee  or  the  Corps,  if  the  area  has  not  been  otherwise  leased  to  others. 

Multiple  Resource  Management  (MRM) 

MRM  -  Recreation  -  Low  Density 

*  Amenities  and  stmctures/development  to  support  recreational  uses  require  specific  analysis  per  the 
recreation  outgrant  policy  (Appendix  A-l).  Designated,  organized  sports  fields  are  NOT 
compatible  with  this  classification. 

*  Amenities  and  stmctures  Dogs  are  compatible  only  on  leashes  6  feet  or  less  in  length,  except 
where  dog  parks  for  off-leash  use  are  specifically  designated.  Bicycles  are  allowed  on 
designated  trails,  paths,  and  roads.  Dirt  trails  may  be  closed  in  the  event  of  excessive 
erosion. 

*  Horses  are  allowed  on  trails,  paths,  and  roads,  but  no  grazing  is  allowed. 

*  Organized  volunteer  activities  that  are  non-invasive  or  minimally  invasive,  such  as  trash 
pickup,  held  outside  of  breeding  season  (15  March  to  15  September)  or  over  100  feet  from 
environmentally  sensitive  areas,  are  considered  compatible. 

*  Limited  special  events  may  be  compatible.  Special  events  are  preferred  in  the  land  use 
classification  and  may  be  permitted  subject  to  event- specific  review.  See  the  Appendix  A, 
Special  Policies  for  additional  guidance. 

*  Still  photography  is  compatible  with  this  classification.  Professional  still  photography  may 
be  compatible  subject  to  certain  restrictions  and  should  be  coordinated  with  the  City,  other 
lessee,  or  the  Corps,  if  the  area  has  not  otherwise  been  outgranted. 
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MRM  -  Vegetative  Management 

*  Structures/development  are  generally  considered  compatible  only  to  support  trail  users 
(e.g.,  restrooms,  drinking/water  fountains,  garbage  and  recycling  cans,  informational 
signage/kiosks,  and  benches).  Picnic  tables  shall  be  limited  and  generally  located  in  close 
proximity  to  trailheads  or  other  developed  areas. 

*  Dogs  and  other  animals/pets  are  compatible  only  on  leashes  6  feet  or  less  in  length,  on 
designated  trails.  No  dogs  are  allowed  off  designated  trails,  whether  on-  or  off-leash. 

*  Bicycles  are  allowed  only  on  designated  trails.  Use  of  bicycles  on  dirt  trails  can 
contribute  to  erosion.  Trails  may  be  closed  to  bicycles  in  the  event  of  safety  or 
environmental  concerns. 

*  Horses  are  compatible  on  existing  trails,  but  no  grazing  is  permitted. 

*  Organized  volunteer  activities  that  are  non-invasive  or  minimally  invasive,  such  as  trash 
pickup,  held  outside  of  breeding  season  (15  March  -  15  September),  may  be  considered 
compatible  but  may  require  specific  environmental  analysis. 

*  Special  events  are  not  compatible  with  this  classification.  No  special  events  may  be  held 
within  or  traverse  MRM- Vegetation  Management  areas.  This  restriction  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to,  organized  walk/run  events  and  bicycle  races. 

*  Still  photography  is  compatible  with  this  classification.  Professional  still  photography 
may  be  compatible  subject  to  certain  restrictions  and  should  be  coordinated  with  the 
lessee  or  the  Corps,  if  the  area  has  not  been  leased  to  others. 

*  Restoration  proposals  may  be  compatible  with  the  MRM- Wildlife  Management  and 
MRM  -Vegetative  Management  classifications.  All  requests  require  specific  analysis. 
Biological  surveys  may  be  compatible  subject  to  certain  restrictions  and  should  be 
coordinated  with  the  lessee  or  the  Corps,  if  the  area  not  otherwise  leased  to  others. 

MRM  -  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation 


*  Areas  may  include  areas  leased  for  recreation  or  non-recreation  purposes,  as  identified  on 
Basin  map. 

*  Dogs  and  other  animals/pets  are  allowed  only  on  areas  leased  for  recreation  purposes,  on 
leashes  6  feet  in  length  or  less. 

t  Limited  special  events  may  be  compatible.  Special  events  are  preferred  at  the  areas 
designated  in  the  Special  Events  Policy.  Special  events  may  be  permitted  outside  these 
designated  areas  in  certain  circumstances  subject  to  event-specific  review.  See  Appendix 
A,  Special  Events  Policy  for  additional  guidance. 

*  Filming,  training,  and  volunteer  activities  may  be  compatible  and  should  be  coordinated 
with  the  lessee  or  the  Corps  if  the  area  is  not  leased. 

13.5  Existing  Land  Use  Classifications 

Within  the  Basin,  the  land  use  classifications  in  the  1991  Master  Plan  are  Project  Operations, 
Recreation,  Environmentally  Sensitive  Areas,  and  Multiple  Resource  Management  -  Potential 
Recreation,  and  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation,  and  Easement  Lands.  The  1991  Master  Plan 
Land  Use  Classification  Map  is  shown  in  Map  8. 
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Project  Operations 

In  the  1991  Master  Plan,  only  the  Basin  outlet  channel,  spillway,  and  outlet  works  control  house 
were  classified  as  Project  Operations.  The  Dam  embankment  was  classified  as  Recreation.  The 
1991  Master  Plan  permitted  public  use  of  an  operation  and  maintenance  road  on  the  top  of  the 
Dam  as  a  designated  trail. 

Recreation 

The  Dam  was  given  a  land  use  classification  of  Recreation,  but  also  included  in  this 
classification  was  the  golf  course,  Little  League  fields,  Hansen  Dam  Park,  Aquatic  Center  (not 
yet  developed  at  the  time  of  the  1991  plan),  the  Sport  Center,  Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation 
Center,  Equestrian  Area,  and  Orcas  Park.  The  Aquatic  Center  was  built  close  to  the  original 
footprint  as  demarcated  on  the  maps  in  the  1991  Master  Plan.  No  distinctions  were  made 
between  Recreation  and  MRM  -  Recreation  -  Low  Density. 

Mitigation 

No  lands  were  designated  as  Mitigation,  but  it  was  noted  that  in  the  future,  some  of  the 
Environmentally  Sensitive  lands  may  be  set  aside  as  Mitigation  for  debris  removal  or  in 
association  with  construction  of  Phase  II  of  the  equestrian  center. 

Environmentally  Sensitive 

In  the  1991  Master  Plan,  two  areas  of  approximately  480  acres  were  assigned  to  this 
classification.  Both  are  in  the  Big  Tujunga  and  Little  Tujunga  Washes  and  subject  to  flooding 
and  sedimentation.  These  areas  support  sensitive  habitat  and  contain  wildlife  corridors. 

Multi  Resource  Management  (MRM)-Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation 

The  1991  Master  Plan  identified  14  potential  recreation  development  areas.  Land  use 
developments  ranged  from  low  to  high  density  recreation.  It  recommended  development  of  low 
density  recreation  amenities  adjacent  to  residences  and  higher  density  activities  in  areas  along 
Foothill  Boulevard.  Lake  development  was  identified  to  provide  a  full  range  of  recreation 
amenities.  The  lake  would  feature  boating,  fishing,  interpretation,  trails  and  picnic  areas. 
Amenities  have  not  been  developed. 

Easements 

Flowage  easements  refer  to  lands  over  which  the  federal  government  acquired  a  limited  right  to 
inundate  the  land.  An  easement  is  not  equivalent  to  fee  title.  The  Corps  holds  flowage  easement 
over  45.9  acres  of  Basin  lands.  Lands  classified  as  Easement  do  not  include  easements  that  have 
been  outgranted  by  the  Corps  to  non-Federal  entities. 

13.6  Existing  Facilities 

Hansen  Dam  Park  is  approximately  37  acres  and  is  located  north  of  the  intersection  of  Osborne 
Street  and  Dronfield  Avenue.  The  park  includes  barbecue  pits,  an  unlighted  baseball  field,  a 
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Universal  Access  Playground  (UAP),  picnic  tables,  and  an  unlighted  soccer  field.  The  park  has  a 
system  of  trails  for  hiking  and  bicycling.  One  trail  crosses  the  top  of  the  Dam  and  an  equestrian 
trail  is  located  at  the  base  of  the  Dam. 

Hansen  Dam  Aquatic  Center  is  a  40-acre  water  recreation  facility  located  on  the  northwest  side 
of  Hansen  Dam  Recreation  Area.  The  facility  consists  of  a  9-acre  recreation  lake  and  a  1.5-acre 
swimming  lake.  The  recreation  lake  is  available  for  fishing,  paddle  boat  rentals,  and  public 
boating.  The  facility  has  50  restrooms,  20  dressing  rooms,  25  showers  and  picnic  areas.  The 
facility  has  parking  for  415  vehicles. 


Hansen  Dam  Park  Hansen  Dam  Aquatic  Park 


Hansen  Dam  Golf  Course  is  an  18-hole  21 1-acres  golf  course  located  immediately  downstream 
of  the  Dam  and  on  the  face  of  the  Dam.  The  golf  course  includes  a  pro  shop,  driving  range,  and  a 
clubhouse  with  a  restaurant/snack  bar. 

Hansen  Dam  Sports  Complex  is  approximately  26-acres,  located  north  of  the  intersection  of 
Osborne  Street  and  Dronfield  Avenue.  The  complex  includes  four  baseball  fields,  two  soccer 
fields,  and  an  amphitheater. 

Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  Center  is  approximately  35-acres  and  is  located  south  of  the  intersection 
of  Foothill  Boulevard  and  Orcas  Avenue,  situated  between  Little  Tujunga  Wash  and  Orcas  Park. 
Amenities  include  stables  that  can  accommodate  100  horses,  covered  pens,  12  arenas  with  sand 
footing  for  both  dressage  and  jumping,  eight  turnouts,  and  lunging  arena  areas.  Equestrian  trails 
are  easily  acceptable  and  ample  parking  for  both  vehicles  and  horse  trailers  is  provided. 
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Top  Row:  Golf  Courses,  Bottom:  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  Center, 


Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center  is  an  approximately  22-acre  complex  located  to  the  north 
of  Foothill  Boulevard  and  west  of  Orcas  Avenue.  Amenities  include  barbecue  pits,  picnic  tables, 
lighted  outdoor  basketball  courts,  a  children's  play  area,  a  90  person  capacity  community  room, 
an  indoor  gymnasium,  lighted  tennis  courts,  and  parking. 


Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center 


Orcas-Gabrielino  Equestrian  Center  is  approximately  22  acres  with  a  large  arena  and  is  located 
east  of  the  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  Center. 

4.6  Qualitative  Facility  Assessment 

A  qualitative  assessment  of  the  condition  of  existing  recreation  amenities  was  completed  to 
identify  potential  short-term  capital  repair  needs.  The  facility  assessment  does  not  involve 
detailed  evaluation  of  structures,  non-recreation  amenities,  and  amenities  that  are  not  open  and 
available  to  the  public.  Potential  needs  are  summarized  in  Table  4.1. 


Table  13.1  Description  and  Qualitative  Assessment  of  Existing  Basin  Recreation  Features 

Facility 

Description 

Qualitative 

Assessment 
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Facility 

Description 

Qualitative 

Assessment 

Hansen  Dam 

Park 

West  side  of  Basin  picnic  area,  with  universal  access 
playground  and  tot  lot.  A  small  storage  facility/ 
administration  office  is  present.  Parking  areas  are  plentiful, 
both  paved  and  unpaved.  Overflow  parking  lots  are  also 
located  at  the  east  end  of  the  Recreation  area  (where  Osborne 
and  210  intersect).  Overflow  parking  areas  are  denuded  and 
result  in  fugitive  dust. 

Good 

Hansen  Dam 
Sports  Complex 

Four  baseball  fields  with  cyclone  backstop  and  seating  risers. 
Large  multi-purpose  sports  field  with  soccer  goals  and  3-4’ 
cyclone  fencing  around.  Fencing  is  rusted  or  bent  in  places. 
Small  concrete  amphitheater  with  back  wall  surrounded  by 
grass  slope  for  seating.  Grass  in  need  of  rejuvenation 
throughout  area.  A  cyclone  fence  enclosure  is  also  present. 
Restrooms  in  fair  condition,  but  may  be  in  need  of  more 
regular  maintenance  or  amenities  replacement. 

Fair-Good 

Hansen  Dam 
Aquatics  Center 

This  area  includes  a  fishing  lake  that  is  regularly  stocked, 
picnic  areas,  a  swim  lake  with  lifeguards  and  water  slide,  and 
several  restrooms.  The  fishing  lake  has  a  boat 
wooden/concrete  pier  boat  launch  and  a  small  fee  hut.  Fishing 
lake  shorelines  are  hardened  and  few  trees  are  present.  Shade 
may  also  aid  in  reducing  water  temperature  for  stocked  fish. 
The  swim  lake  (pool)  has  4  lifeguard  towers,  and  is 
surrounding  by  cyclone  fencing. 

Good 

Lake  View 

Terrace 

Recreation 

Center 

Gymnasium,  restrooms,  community  room.  Two  tennis  courts 
outside  and  1  full  basketball  court  and  3  hoops.  Visitor  Center 
tot  lot  with  sand  surface.  Awnings  recommended  for  shade 
over  tot  lot. 

Good 

Pacoima  Little 
League 

"Sunny  Slope"  baseball  fields.  Three  fields  of  varying  sizes 
surrounding  by  approx.  6'  cyclone  fence.  Lots  of  trash, 
vandalism,  bent  and  broken  benches  or  amenities.  There  are 
only  portable  toilets  and  "dugouts"  are  extremely  small  and  in 
poor  condition.  This  facility  needs  grass  rejuvenation,  new 
fencing,  new  dugouts,  new  signage,  and  permanent 
restrooms,  preferably  with  locker  rooms. 

Poor 

Maintenance 

Office 

Small  wooden  hut  surrounded  by  cyclone  fencing  with 
barbed  wire.  The  area  is  poorly  maintained,  fencing  is  bent 
and  rusted,  grass  is  dead  and  bare  ground  is  prevalent. 

Poor 

The  Bluffs  at 
Hansen  Dam 

Maintained  grass  and  ornamental  tree  area  with  view  of  the 
Aquatics  Center  and  Basin. 

Good 
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Facility 

Description 

Qualitative 

Assessment 

Hansen  Dam 
Equestrian 

Center 

This  area  includes  wooden  stables,  several  horse  jump  arenas, 
a  small  office  area,  and  horse  training  fields.  Ground  is  level 
and  stables  are  secure.  There  are  some  leaking  faucets  and 
lots  of  dirt  and  dust  in  the  paved  lots. 

Good 

Orcas  - 

Gabrielino 

Equestrian 

Center 

Picnic  areas,  tot  lot,  lawn,  ornamental  tree  area.  There  is  a 
horse  training  field  to  southeast  of  Orcas  Park. 

Good 

Hansen  Dam 

Golf  Course 

18-hole  golf  course  with  driving  range,  clubhouse,  restrooms 
and  parking,  all  well-maintained. 

Good 

4.7  Projected  Future  Population  Growth  and  Demographic  Shifts 

The  population  of  Los  Angeles  County  as  enumerated  in  the  2000  Census,  was  approximately 
9.6  million  people,  with  approximately  20%  living  within  the  San  Fernando  Valley,  within  a  30- 
mile  service  radius  of  Hansen  Dam  Basin  (source:  U.S.  Census,  2000).  A  2007  forecast  prepared 
by  the  California  State  Department  of  Finance  suggested  that  by  2010  the  county’s  population 
would  approach  10.5  million  people,  and  by  2020,  approximately  1 1.2  million  people  (State  of 
California  2007).  The  current  economic  climate  may  temper  this  growth  rate,  which  represents 
17%  from  2000-2020,  and  7%  from  2010-2020.  Over  the  long  term  it  is  anticipated  that  the 
County’s  population  will  increase  placing  demands  on  existing  recreation  amenities. 

State  data  also  suggests  that  the  age  cohorts  with  the  largest  projected  growth  rates  from  2010  to 
2020  are  those  aged  70-74  which  is  a  51%  increase,  ages  65-69,  a  50%  increase,  and  60-64 
which  is  a  32%  increase.  By  contrast,  the  share  of  the  population  that  is  aged  10-19  is  anticipated 
to  decline  by  over  15%  during  the  period.  These  figures  reflect  the  aging  of  the  “Baby  Boom” 
generation,  whose  members  have  sought  to  maintain  an  active  lifestyle,  including  pursuing  a 
range  of  low-impact  recreation  activities  such  as  fitness  walking  and  biking,  as  well  as  higher 
intensity  sports  like  tennis  and  skiing.  This  demographic  shift  may  suggest  a  need  to  provide  and 
maintain  venues  for  these  activities,  while  also  providing  for  athletic  fields  that  can  support  team 
and  league  activities  oriented  toward  younger  participants. 

Los  Angeles  County  is  also  ethnically  diverse.  Hispanic  residents  are  projected  to  comprise  the 
largest  share  of  the  population  in  2020,  at  approximately  52%.  This  mirrors  the  statewide  trend: 
by  2020  California’s  population  of  European  descent  will  have  grown  only  4%,  while  the 
Hispanic  population  will  have  grown  58%,  and  the  Asian/Pacific  Islander  population  will  have 
grown  55%.  The  African  American  population  will  have  grown  20%,  and  American  Indian 
population  will  have  grown  29%.  %.  Recreation  preferences  are  shown  to  be  linked  to  cultural 
and  ethnic  values.  Amenities  must  be  responsive  to  the  values  of  the  market  demographic. 
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Visitation  Trends  at  Hansen  Dam  Basin  and  Related  Amenities 

Figure  4.1  illustrates  trends  in  visitation  in  the  recreation  from  Fiscal  Year  2004  through  2009. 
Trends  are  based  upon  estimates  generated  from  actual  enrollment  numbers  in  recreation  teams 
and  leagues,  attendance  at  permitted  special  events,  and  golf  course  rounds. 


Visitation  estimates  suggest  a  24%  increase  in  number  of  visits  and  visitor  hours  during  this 
timeframe,  with  most  of  the  increase  occurring  between  2008  and  2009.  Recreation  managers 
attribute  the  2009  increase  to  two  factors: 

*  The  economic  downturn  resulting  in  greater  active  participation  in  lower-cost  or  free 
recreation  amenities.  One  example  is  the  observed  increased  use  of  city-operated  golf 
courses,  which  are  substantially  less  expensive  than  private  amenities. 

*  New  amenities,  including  the  universally-accessible  playground,  and  planned  amenities 
scheduled  to  be  added  at  or  next  to  the  Basin,  including  opening  a  Children’s  Museum, 
ranger  station,  and  youth  campground  which  generate  additional  interest  in  the  Basin 
even  though  the  amenities  are  not  yet  available. 

Looking  into  the  future,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  visitation  would  remain  roughly  stable  at 
2009  levels,  at  the  most  conservative  projection,  or  grow  at  the  projected  rate  of  population 
increase  of  approximately  7%  by  2020.  Should  the  economic  outlook  remain  poor,  a  more 
significant  increase  might  be  observed. 

There  are  a  number  of  regional-scale  recreation  amenities  within  a  30-mile  service  radius  of  the 
Basin  that  are  also  attractive  destinations  for  area  residents.  The  30-mile  service  radius  reflects 
the  Corps  guidance,  see  Appendix  A,  as  well  as  related  Los  Angeles  County  level  of  service 
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standards  for  regional  parks  that  indicate  a  25-mile  service  radius.  Appendix  E,  Map  15 
illustrates  regional  amenities  near  the  Basin.  Map  12  also  shows  that  the  northern  portion  of  the 
service  area  also  encompasses  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  as  well  as  the  San  Gabriel 
Wilderness  Area. 

There  are  significant  public  land  resources  available  to  potential  visitors.  Table  4.2  illustrates  the 
total  park  acreage  within  Los  Angeles  County.  The  range  of  recreation  options  within  and 
adjacent  to  the  County  is  very  diverse  and  responds  to  a  broad  spectrum  of  recreation  and  leisure 
preferences.  County-wide  studies  assessing  future  needs  for  recreation  amenities  are  not 
presently  available.  The  City  of  Los  Angeles  Department  of  Recreation  and  Parks  completed  a 
citywide  community  needs  assessment  in  2009.  The  objective  of  the  City’s  needs  assessment  was 
to  develop  strategies  to  help  prioritize  and  address  the  challenges  the  City  faces  in  developing  or 
planning  for  the  provision  of  recreation  amenities,  such  as: 

*  Acquiring  additional  recreation  and  park  land  and  finding  opportunities  for  the  reuse  of 
land  already  in  the  public  domain. 

*  Updating  existing  recreation  amenities  requiring  improvements. 

*  Preventing  future  maintenance  problems  through  effective  asset  management  of  public 
amenities. 

t  Offering  positive  recreation  alternatives  to  an  increasingly  dense  and  urbanized 
population. 

The  needs  assessment  included  a  comprehensive  community  outreach  and  input  process  that 
engaged  community  leaders,  stakeholders  and  the  public  across  the  City  through  a  series  of  one- 
on-one  interviews,  focus  groups  and  community  forums  followed  by  a  statistically  valid,  mail- 
phone  citywide  household  survey  of  almost  3,000  residents.  Key  findings  from  this  survey  as 
summarized  below  help  to  inform  the  Corps’  understanding  of  recreation  needs  and  trends  that 
may  have  an  impact  on  amenities  at  Hansen  Dam  Basin  (Figure  4.2). 

Key  findings  from  the  City’s  needs  assessment  are  summarized  below. 
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Table  13.2  Acres  of  Recreation  Lands  in  Los  Angeles  County 
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•  Unmet  citizen  needs  exist  for  a  wide  range  of  parks,  trails,  outdoor  and  indoor  amenities 
and  programs.  From  a  list  of  30  various  parks  and  recreation  amenities,  respondents  were 
asked  to  indicate  for  which  ones  they  and  members  of  their  household  have  a  need.  The 
parks  and  recreation  amenities  with  the  highest  percentage  of  need  from  respondent 
households  are:  walking  and  biking  trails  (63%),  small  neighborhood  parks  (60%),  large 
community  and  regional  parks  (53%),  shelters  and  picnic  areas  (50%)  and  nature  trails 
(46%).  Interestingly,  these  are  amenities  that  benefit  a  broad  constituency,  not  just  one  or 
two  user  groups.  The  figure  below  summarizes  the  percentage  of  survey  respondents 
indicating  a  need  for  each  type  of  facility  queried  (all  figures  taken  directly  from  the 
Needs  Assessment  report). 
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Figure  13.2  Respondent  Households  that  Have  a  Need  for  Various  Parks  and  Recreation  Amenities 

*  From  a  list  of  23  recreation  programs,  respondents  were  asked  to  select  the  four  that  they 
currently  participate  in  the  most  often  at  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  Recreation  and  Parks 
Department  amenities.  The  programs  that  respondent  households  currently  participate  in 
most  often  at  City  amenities  are:  special  events/festivals  (8%)  and  youth  sports  programs 
(7%).  It  should  also  be  noted  that  special  events/festivals  had  the  highest  percentage  of 
respondents  select  it  as  their  first  choice  as  the  program  they  currently  participate  in  most 
often  at  City  amenities. 
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Assessment  of  State  Future  Trends 

The  trends  described  above,  which  emphasize  low  impact,  low  density  recreation,  are  echoed  in 
the  California  State  Parks’  2008  California  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan  (CORP,  California  State 
Parks,  2009). 

Californians  tend  to  participate  in  activities  that  are  less  expensive,  require  less  equipment,  and 
need  fewer  technical  skills.  Californians’  top  15  activities  (by  participation)  were: 

1 .  Walking  for  fitness  or  pleasure 

2.  Driving  for  pleasure,  sightseeing,  driving  through  natural  scenery 

3.  Beach  activities 

4.  Swimming  in  a  pool 

5.  Day  hiking  on  trails 

6.  Wildlife  viewing,  bird  watching,  viewing  natural  scenery 

7.  Jogging  and  running  for  exercise 

8.  Bicycling  on  paved  surfaces 

9.  Outdoor  photography 

10.  Using  open  turf  areas 

11.  Using  play  equipment,  play  structures,  tot-lots 

12.  Organized  team  sports  such  as  soccer,  football,  baseball,  softball,  basketball 

13.  Fishing  -  freshwater 

14.  Bicycling  on  unpaved  surfaces  and  trails 

15.  Surfing  or  boogie  boarding,  windsurfing 

The  most  commonly  used  facility  types  included  community/facility  buildings,  open  spaces  to 
play,  picnic  tables/pavilions,  unpaved  multipurpose  trails  and  paved  trails.  Less  than  20%  of 
respondents  reported  using  amusement  (e.g.,  park  train  ride)  areas,  tennis  or  basketball  courts, 
dog  park  areas,  botanical  gardens,  or  skate  parks.  The  most  common  activities  adult  respondents 
participated  in  were: 

t  Walking  (49%) 

«  Playing  (30%  -  e.g.,  Frisbee,  playing  catch  with  a  ball,  kite  flying,  playing  with  children) 

*  Sedentary  activities  (24%) 

*  Eating/picnicking  (24%) 

Respondents  participated  the  least  in: 

*  Fishing  (5%) 

*  Active  water  sports  (4%) 

*  Tennis  (2%) 

*  Martial  arts/tai  chi/yoga  (<1%) 

*  In-line  skating  (<1%). 

When  asked  which  recreation  activities  they  would  like  to  participate  in  more  often,  the  majority 
of  adult  respondents  chose: 
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*  Walking  for  fitness  or  pleasure  (46%) 

*  Camping  in  developed  sites  with  amenities  such  as  toilets  and  tables  (45%) 

*  Bicycling  on  paved  surfaces  (45%) 

*  Day  hiking  on  trails  (44%). 

California  Outdoor  Recreation  Plan  2008  Research  suggests  that  this  demand  is  from  a  variety  of 
age  groups  including  the  Baby  Boom  generation,  which  continues  to  hike,  mountain  bike,  kayak, 
and  engage  in  other  physically  active,  resource-based  recreation.  By  contrast,  golf  and  tennis  are 
decreasing  in  popularity. 

This  state  wide  survey  suggest  a  continuing  future  need  for  outdoor  recreation 
walking/jogging/cycling  paths,  flexible  open  turf  areas  that  are  not  necessarily  dedicated  to  a 
particular  type  of  programming,  and  opportunities  for  the  occasional  but  perhaps  transient  high 
risk  adventure  sport. 

City  Projections  of  Potential  Future  Needs  and  Demands 

The  City  of  Los  Angeles  Recreation  and  Parks  Recreation  Managers  provided  their  views  on 
future  needs  and  Basin  utilization  as  well  as  issues  and  concerns  related  to  facility  crowding, 
carrying  capacity,  and  long-term  sustainability.  Though  no  Basin-specific  visitor  surveys  were 
conducted,  recreation  managers’  observations  help  predict  potential  future  needs  and  demands. 
Recreation  managers  for  the  City  indicated  that  the  most  popular  areas  in  the  Basin  are: 

*  The  Sports  Complex 

t  The  Aquatics  Center  including  fishing  areas 

*  Hansen  Dam  Park,  including  the  playground  and  trails.  Trails  on  top  of  the  Dam  are  very 
popular. 

*  Lake  View  Terrace 

*  Gabrielino  Park 

*  The  Golf  Course 

Recreation  managers  indicate  that  none  of  these  areas  are  so  heavily  utilized  as  to  suggest  that 
future  management  actions  may  be  required  to  address  potential  resource  impacts  associated  with 
a  large  number  of  visitors.  Demands  for  these  amenities  are  highest  on  the  weekends;  during  the 
week,  demand  is  reasonable  and  readily  managed. 

Public  demand  is  high  for  soccer,  baseball,  and  for  open  turf  fields  that  can  support  flexible 
programming  and  are  not  dedicated  to  one  particular  use.  Recreation  managers  report  that 
demands  are  high  for  these  amenities  throughout  the  City  and  not  just  within  the  immediate 
service  area  covered  by  the  Basin. 

Recreation  managers  were  queried  about  visitor  use  patterns,  movement  between  amenities,  and 
needs  for  improved  connectivity  within  the  Basin,  and  from  the  Basin  to  adjacent  neighborhoods. 
Use  patterns  tend  to  vary  depending  on  the  type  of  activity  that  a  visitor  engages  in.  For  highly 
specialized  activities/amenities,  such  as  using  the  Sports  Complex,  visitors  tend  to  go  to  the 
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activity  venue,  participate  in  the  onsite  activities,  and  then  leave.  Visitors  participating  in  more 
generalized  activities,  including  full  day  users,  may  move  between  Basin  facilities.  For  example, 
some  visitors  may  use  the  aquatic  amenities  and  then  visit  the  playground. 

Recreation  managers  felt  positively  in  regard  to  connectivity  between  amenities  within  the  Basin 
and  externally  to  adjacent  neighborhoods.  Recreation  managers  will  look  to  improve  connections 
before  the  Children’s  Museum  opens,  although  it  should  be  noted  that  the  museum  is  not  on 
Corps  Basin  land  but  accessible  from  it. 

Recreation  managers  assessed  the  potential  need  for  additional  parking,  restrooms,  and  related 
support  amenities.  No  chronic  parking  issues  were  reported  such  as  visitors  parking  on  grass,  or 
illegally  on  roadways  that  were  viewed  as  requiring  management  actions.  The  overlook 
occasionally  experiences  issues  in  the  early  morning  and  later  in  the  evening,  and  recreation 
managers  are  considering  expanding  the  parking  lot,  more  effectively  delineating  spaces,  and 
providing  curbs  and  bollards  to  keep  visitors  in  designated  areas. 

Restrooms  can  face  heavy  pressure  during  highly  attended  events,  such  as  the  annual  4th  of  July 
celebration  that  drew  an  estimated  25,000  people  in  2009.  Additional  amenities  may  be  needed. 
Installation  of  portable  restrooms  in  the  short  term  may  help  alleviate  this  pressure. 

Conclusions 

Hansen  Dam  Basin  provides  a  diverse  array  of  recreation  experiences,  from  “traditional”  bat- 
and-ball  active  athletics,  an  aquatics  facility  with  a  zero  depth  entry  pool,  fishing  amenities,  a 
Universal  Access  Playground,  multi-use  trails,  and  a  golf  course.  Additional  amenities  under 
construction  include  a  youth  campground,  ranger  station,  and  skate  park. 

Projected  visitation  at  the  Basin  through  2020  is  estimated  to  remain  stable  at  2009  levels,  in  the 
most  conservative  projection,  or  grow  at  a  rate  equal  to  or  exceeding  the  projected  population 
increase  of  approximately  7%.  This  growth  in  visitation  suggests  additional  demands  for  active 
athletic  playing  fields,  and  lower  impact  amenities  such  as  trails  and  picnic  areas  in  response  to 
desires  for  more  “green  breathing  space”. 

Basin  carrying  capacity,  which  includes  both  an  environmental  dimension,  “how  much  use  can 
the  resource  support  without  being  compromised?”,  and  a  social  dimension  “how  much  use  can 
occur  before  the  quality  of  visitor  experience  is  diminished?”,  presently  appears  to  be  in  balance. 
Since  it  is  estimated  that  visitation  will  continue  to  increase,  future  land  use  development  plans 
and  studies  will  be  required  to  account  for  population  growth,  balance  recreational  diversity,  and 
accommodate  new  demands  within  a  developed  footprint  in  a  manner  that  is  environmentally 
and  economically  sustainable. 


13.8  Existing  Environmental  Conditions 

An  EA  has  been  prepared  in  conjunction  with  this  Master  Plan  to  comply  with  NEPA,  other 
Federal  laws,  Executive  Orders,  and  Corps’  guidance.  The  EA  describes  the  physical  land 
resources,  air  quality,  noise  conditions,  biological  resources  including  Federally- threatened  and 
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endangered  species,  cultural  resources,  hazardous  and  toxic  wastes,  socioeconomics, 
environmental  justice,  traffic  and  transportation,  utilities,  esthetics,  recreation  resources,  public 
health  and  safety,  and  sustainability.  Other  information  includes  the  environmental 
consequences  of  the  Recommended  Plan,  consultation  and  coordination  with  interested  parties. 

4.9  Constraints 

The  primary  constraint  for  land  uses  within  the  Basin  is  the  periodic  inundation  of  portions  of  the 
Basin  for  downstream  flood  risk  management.  Areas  within  the  Basin  have  been  identified 
according  to  topographic  analysis  reflecting  the  level  of  flood  inundation,  and  activities  and 
structures  that  may  occur  within  each  area  of  the  Basin.  Table  4.3,  based  on  CESPD  R  1 110-2-1, 
provides  the  acceptable  uses  of  each  inundation  category,  including  appropriate  structure 
constraints  and  appropriate  recreational  or  other  uses. 

The  frequency,  extent,  and  duration  of  flood  inundation  must  be  considered  in  the  management 
and  appropriate  use  of  the  Basin.  As  part  of  this  updated  Master  Plan,  the  filling  frequency  curves 
have  been  recalculated  and  maps  have  been  developed  that  illustrate  flood  stage  elevations  for 
the  10-,  50-,  and  100-year  floods.  Appendix  E,  Map  16  illustrates  locations  of  existing  recreation 
amenities  with  flood  line  elevations. 


Table  13.3  Minimum  Criteria  for  Basin  Land  Use 

Evaluation 

Frequency 

Development 

Constraints 

Acceptable  Land  Uses 

Up  to  10-yr 
flood 

Subject  to  prolonged 
inundation,  sedimentation, 
and  wave  erosion 

Structures  are  not  recommended.  Natural  trails  and 
open  play  fields  are  acceptable. 

10-yr  flood  to 
the  50-yr  flood 

Subject  to  frequent 
flooding,  sedimentation, 
and  wave  erosion 

Open  or  floodable  stmctures  and  field  amenities  that 
can  sustain  inundation  with  acceptable  maintenance 
cost.  Concession  stands  with  portable  contents,  bridle 
trails,  shade  and  picnic  armadas,  backstops, 
goalposts,  etc.  are  considered  appropriate. 

50-yr  flood  to 
the  100-yr  flood 

Subject  to  periodic 
flooding,  sedimentation, 
and  wave  erosion 

Floodable  stmctures  and  multipurpose  paved 
surfaces  that  can  sustain  inundation  with  acceptable 
maintenance  cost. 

Floodable  restrooms  and  picnic  areas  are  considered 
appropriate. 

100-yr  flood  to 
the  Basin 

Design  Flood 

Subject  to  infrequent 
flooding,  sedimentation, 
and  wave  erosion 

Flood-proofed,  closed  stmctures  are  permitted. 
Stmctures  conductive  to  human  habitation  are 
prohibited. 

Topography 

The  topography  within  the  Basin  is  relatively  flat,  (Map  14)  and  ranges  from  an  elevation  of 
1,000  feet  NGVD,  1929  at  the  outlet  works  to  1,100  NGVD,  1929  feet  at  the  east  end  of  the 
Basin  in  the  vicinity  of  Big  and  Little  Tujunga  Washes  Areas  in  the  Basin  suitable  for  future 
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recreation  development  are  in  the  northwestern  area  of  the  Basin,  which  is  relatively  flat  and 
above  the  50-year  flood  elevation. 


Picnic  Area 


Connectivity  and  Accessibility 

Connectivity  and  Access  to  the  Basin  Interstate  210  (Foothill  Freeway)  borders  the  northern  edge 
of  the  Basin.  The  Basin  is  accessible  from  the  210  Freeway  via  the  Osborne  Street  exit  or 
Wheatland  Ave.  exit.  From  local  streets  the  Basin  is  accessible  from  the  Osborne  Street, 
Dronfield  Street,  and  Foothill  Boulevard.  Equestrians  access  the  Basin  from  Little  Tujunga 
Wash  under  Foothill  Boulevard  and  the  210  Freeway.  The  Basin  is  serviced  by  Los  Angeles 
County  Metropolitan  Authority  (Metro)  bus  lines:  90,  91,  290,  166,  292,  and  364;  and  City  of 
Los  Angeles  Department  of  Transportation  (LADOT)  bus  lines  409  and  419. 

Accessibility  and  Connectivity  within  the 

Basin  There  are  numerous  parking  lots 
throughout  the  Basin  that  provide  access  to 
the  major  amenities.  Map  19  shows  the 
location  of  recreation  amenities  and  their 
associated  parking  lots  and  access  points. 

Recreation  amenities  are  located  around  the 
perimeter  of  the  Basin  minimizing 
recreational  use  impacts  on  the  ecologically 
sensitive  areas  of  the  Basin. 


Because  the  Basin  is  subject  to  inundation  and  sedimentation  as  a  result  of  storm  events,  trails 
throughout  the  Basin  are  often  washed  out.  These  are  seasonal,  as  trails  are  re-established  by  the 
equestrian  community  riding  through  the  area. 


Wildlife  Corridors  and  Connectivity  Habitat  connectivity  is  an  important  factor  for  the  health  of 
fish  and  wildlife  populations.  Movement  of  species  within  or  between  areas  of  suitable  habitat 
can  be  limited  by  the  presence  of  barriers,  which  may  limit  the  overall  habitat  range  available. 


There  are  two  types  of  barriers:  a  barrier  that  is  impassable  under  any  circumstances  for  a 
particular  species  and  a  filter  barrier,  which  may  be  utilized  by  a  species  under  some 
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circumstances.  For  example,  most  small  ground-dwelling  species  such  as  amphibians,  reptiles, 
and  small  mammals  will  not  pass  or  are  reluctant  to  pass  over  a  busy  roadway,  retaining  walls,  a 
large  area  with  no  vegetation,  fences,  or  other  physical  barriers  or  through  filters,  and  are 
therefore  less  mobile  than  other  species.  Fish  barriers  include  low  or  no  stream-flow,  culverts, 
dams,  concrete  channels,  felled  trees  and  other  natural  and  man-made  obstacles.  Large  mammals 
and  birds  are  less  sensitive  to  barriers. 


Tujunga  Wash 


The  Basin  is  located  near  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains,  an  area  of  relatively  high  biological 
diversity  and  abundance.  The  Basin  is  connected  to  the  San  Gabriel  Mountains  via  the  Big  and 
Little  Tujunga  Washes,  which  pass  beneath  Interstate  210  and  provide  both  an  aquatic  and 
terrestrial  habitat  corridor.  Aquatic  passage  through  this  corridor  is  extremely  limited  due  to 
normal  low  flows  and  the  presence  of  the  Dam.  Terrestrial  species  are  able  to  pass  into  the 
stream  corridors  from  the  Angeles  National  Forest  and  then  into  the  Basin  beneath  Interstate  210. 

The  Basin  is  not  connected  to  any  other  significant  natural  habitats.  Movement  in  or  out  of  the 
Basin  is  restricted  by  the  Dam  embankment,  surrounding  urbanization,  and  roadways.  As  a 
result,  maintaining  open  and  unrestricted  passage  within  the  stream  corridors  for  both  aquatic 
and  terrestrial  species  is  necessary  to  maintain  the  Basin’s  ecological  diversity. 

Maintenance 

A  constraint  to  new  or  changed  development  within  the  Basin  can  be  the  resources  needed  for 
adequate  maintenance.  During  economic  downturns  when  municipal  revenues  are  reduced,  City 
recreation  department  budgets  may  be  reduced.  By  contrast,  when  budgets  are  adequately 
funded,  finding  and  employing  trained  staff  may  be  a  challenge.  Compounding  this  problem  for 
recreation  managers  is  the  availability  of  funding  for  capital  improvements  but  a  lack  of 
sufficient  funding  for  ongoing  maintenance.  Consequently,  construction  of  additional  recreation 
amenities  without  additional  operations  and  maintenance  funding  will  stretch  existing  park 
maintenance  resources. 

When  new  amenities  are  proposed  additional  maintenance  resources  should  be  identified  at  the 
outset.  If  additional  resources  are  not  available  to  meet  the  additional  needs,  fees  or  volunteer 
services  may  be  an  alternative  to  address  resource  gaps. 
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Resource  Objectives 


5.1  Resource  Management 

Resource  management  is  moving  towards  an  integrated  ecological  approach,  as  demonstrated  by 
the  changing  guidance  of  the  Federal  government.  In  urbanized  areas  such  as  southern 
California,  ecosystems  and  their  various  habitat  communities  have  become  severely  restricted. 
With  the  surrounding  environment  so  drastically  altered,  biodiversity  (species  richness)  is 
reduced  and  landscape  linkages  are  broken.  Conservation  and  restoration  require  a  redefined 
planning  process.  A  Corps  Master  Plan  must  reflect  the  most  current  advances  in  restoration 
ecology  and  wildlife  management  in  the  context  of  the  Corps  mission,  regulations,  and  guidance. 

Science  recognizes  the  need  for  habitat  connectivity  so  that  wildlife  not  only  has  the  necessary 
space  to  roam,  but  also  has  genetic  diversity  to  ensure  that  an  “island  effect”  on  species  is  not 
inadvertently  created  on  remnant  habitat  lands.  With  species  increasingly  endangered  or  of 
special  concern,  objectives  must  consider  habitat  that  is  needed  for  species  most  at  risk  given 
current  conditions  at  the  Basin.  Objectives  must  also  anticipate  changes  that  may  alter  this 
scenario  in  the  future.  Effective  adaptive  management  techniques  need  to  respond  to  current 
conditions  as  well  as  an  unknown  future.  The  following  Resource  Objectives  are  common  to  all 
land  use  classifications  and  incorporate  the  principles  of  Flood  Risk  Management,  Safety  and 
Security,  Environmental  Quality  and  Character,  Connectivity,  and  Community  Involvement, 

5.2  Resource  Objectives 

Resource  objectives  are  based  on  the  input  from  stakeholders  as  well  as  Corps’  guidance. 
Resource  objectives  apply  to  all  lands  managed  by  the  Corps. 

5.2.1  Flood  Risk  Management 

The  primary  Project  purpose  is  flood  risk  management.  Flood  risk  management  is  the  process  of 
identifying,  evaluating,  selecting,  implementing  and  monitoring  actions  to  manage  levels  of 
flood  risk.  Land  utilization  for  purposes  other  than  flood  risk  management  must  be  compatible 
and  cannot  compromise  Project  operations.  The  resource  objectives  for  flood  risk  management 
apply  to  all  land  use  classifications.  Project  Operations  land  are  managed  by  the  Corps  for 
operations  and  maintenance  of  the  Project  including  the  Dam  embankment,  outlet  works, 
spillway,  access  roads,  and  other  needs  associated  with  Project  operations.  In  general,  Project 
Operations  land  will  be  reserved  exclusively  for  Corps  operations  unless  the  District  Engineer 
finds  that  another  use  would  be  compatible  with  Corps  operations  and  that  permitting  a 
secondary  use  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the  government. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Educate  the  public  and  stakeholders  on  flood  risk  awareness  and  safety  issues. 

*  Promote  installation  of  signage  and  interpretation  to  educate  the  public  about  the  role  of 
the  Basin  for  flood  risk  management. 
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*  Ensure  that  future  land  use  proposals  and  activities  are  compatible  with  estimated  levels 
and  frequency  of  inundation,  to  ensure  that  the  Dam  can  be  operated  without  constraints 
that  compromise  downstream  flood  risk  reduction. 

Resources:  EO  11988,  ER  1165-2-26,  ER  1110-2-240,  ER  1130-2-530,  EP  310-l-6a, 

CESPDR  1110-2-1. 

5.2.2  Safety  and  Security 

Safety  includes  not  just  safety  from  flood  risk,  but  also  physical  safety  for  all  persons  while  on 
federal  lands.  Affording  persons  the  ability  to  survey  one’s  surroundings;  comprehend  potential 
threats;  report  potential  threats;  and  the  ability  to  leave  federal  lands  in  the  event  of  perceived 
danger  are  aspects  of  a  safe  and  secure  environment. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Educate  the  public  and  stakeholders  on  flood  risk  awareness  and  safety  issues. 

*  Install  additional  signage  on  any  road  traversing  the  Basin  identifying  that  motorists  are 
entering  and/or  exiting  a  flood-control  basin. 

*  Ensure  that  infrastructure  is  properly  maintained  to  avoid  creating  a  public  hazard. 

*  Provide  means  for  visitors  and  emergency  personnel  to  communicate  quickly  their  specific 
location  in  the  Basin. 

*  Safety  features  such  as  fencing,  lighting,  warning  signs,  and  call  boxes  installed  where 
needed  and  maintained. 

*  Maintain  adequate  patrols  for  safety. 

*  Design  of  amenities  so  that  vandalism  and  other  “illegal  activities”  are  discouraged. 

*  Maintain  a  Basin  safety  plan  that  ensures  that  restricted  areas,  danger  zones,  and 
hazardous  areas  are  clearly  marked  and  if  necessary,  barricaded  and  closed. 

Resources:  EP  1130-2-550,  EM  385-1-1. 

5.2.3  Environmentally  Quality 

Environmental  quality  refers  to  the  integrity  and  value  of  natural  resources  including  land,  water, 
air,  noise,  aesthetic,  biological,  and  cultural  resources.  The  conservation,  preservation,  and 
restoration  of  environmental  resources  are  recognized  as  important  to  human  welfare  and  quality 
of  life.  Through  environmental  legislation,  Congress  has  emphasized  protection  and  enrichment 
of  environmental  quality  as  priorities  of  the  Government. 

With  increased  urbanization  throughout  southern  California,  natural  resources  have  become 
increasingly  limited.  The  Basin  provides  a  large  open  space  within  a  densely  populated  urban 
area.  Within  the  Basin,  important  natural  habitats  provide  refuge  for  endangered  species  and 
species  of  special  concern.  Where  practicable,  these  habitats  should  be  managed  or  restored  for 
protection  and  conservation  of  the  species. 
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The  impacts  of  climate  change  expected  during  this  century  will  impact  storm  and  flooding 
frequency  and  duration,  availability  and  quality  of  water,  wild  fires,  ecosystem  functions,  and 
energy  production  and  demand.  To  minimize  future  impacts,  stakeholders  must  be  ready  to 
develop,  implement,  and  assess  adjustments  or  changes  in  operations  and  maintenance  to 
enhance  resilience  or  reduce  vulnerability  to  systems  and  programs.  Energy  is  a  key  component 
in  reducing  the  impacts  of  climate  change.  Energy  saving  measures  should  be  implemented  and 
new  development  constructed  in  accordance  with  green  building  principles. 

Resource  Objectives 


*  Encourage  uses,  activities,  management  practices,  and  future  development  that  conserve 
natural  and  cultural  resources. 

*  Preserve  areas  containing  unique,  sensitive  and/or  significant  resources  to  minimize 
disturbance  so  the  integrity  and  values  will  not  be  adversely  impacted  by  other  uses, 
management  practices,  or  developments  within  the  Basin. 

*  Discourage  uses  in  natural  lands  or  open  spaces  that  deteriorate  environmental  quality 
and  provide  environmental  compensation  for  land  uses  that  adversely  affect  the  natural 
resources  of  an  area  that  cannot  be  prevented. 

*  Design  site,  operation  of  facilities,  and  activities  to  avoid  or  minimize  adverse 
environmental  impacts  per  Corps’  guidelines  and  design  criteria. 

*  Promote  use  of  appropriate  native  plant  palettes  in  new  landscaping  or  when  rehabilitating 
established  landscaped  areas  to  maximize  biodiversity  and  reduce  soil  erosion. 

*  Preserve  areas  of  vegetation  that  have  a  cultural  and/or  social  significance. 

*  Minimize  conflicts  between  land  uses,  activities,  and  developments  through  buffering, 
screening,  and  other  measures 

*  Promote  land  uses  and  activities  that  minimize  impacts  to  global  climate  change. 

*  Use  adaptive  management  to  respond  to  changing  conditions  due  to  climate  change. 

*  Encourage  use  of  reclaimed  water  for  irrigation  of  recreation  amenities. 

*  Promote  traffic  plans  that  would  minimize  generating  pollution  within  the  Basin 

*  Encourage  new  development  to  be  consistent  with  green  building  principles. 

*  Encourage  sustainable  design. 

*  Encourage  new  buildings  achieve  a  Leadership  in  Energy  &  Environmental  Design 
(LEED®)  Silver  or  higher  rating. 

*  Determine  suitability  of  natural  areas  for  either  wildlife  habitat  or  recreation  before 
changing  land  use  classifications. 

Resources:  North  American  Wetlands  Protection  Act,  Aesthetic  and  Scenic  Quality  §  232  of  WRDA 
1996,  Endangered  Species  Act,  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  as  amended,  Clean  Air  Act,  Noise 
Control  Act,  Clean  Water  Act,  Environmental  and  Economic  Benefits  of  Landscape  Practices  on  Federal 
Landscaped  Grounds,  EO  13186  Federal  Responsibilities  to  Protect  Migratory  Bird  Act,  EO  on  Federal 
Leadership  in  Environmental,  Energy  and  Economic  Performance,  ER  1130-2-540. 

5.2.4  Recreation 

There  is  a  critical  shortage  of  open  space  within  urbanized  southern  California.  The  goal  is  to 
provide  quality  recreation  experiences  including  an  accessible,  safe  and  healthful  environment,  a 
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diversity  of  recreation  opportunities  for  a  diverse  cultural  community,  and  maintain  a 
harmonious  balance  between  the  natural  resources  of  the  Basin  and  the  community’s  needs  and 
desires.  ER  1130-2-550  states  that  the  primary  rationale  for  any  future  recreation  development 
must  be  dependent  on  a  project’s  natural  or  other  resources.  Previously  approved  development 
plans  for  land  currently  outgranted  for  recreation  are  grandfathered  under  this  regulation. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Encourage  community  participation  in  expressing  needs  and  desires  to  identify  future 
development  proposals. 

*  Optimize  design  of  recreation  amenities  and  access  to  minimize  conflicts  between 
activities  and  natural  resources. 

*  Respect  landscapes  of  significant  and/or  cultural  value. 

Resources:  16USC  460d,  ER  1165-2-550,  EP  1165-2-550 

5.2.5  Connectivity 

This  resource  places  value  on  the  movement  of  people  between  facilities  in  the  Basin  to 
maximize  public  benefit  and  also  to  minimize  environmental  degradation.  Movement  of  people 
in,  out,  and  around  the  Basin  must  consider  various  modes  of  transportation,  individual  mobility, 
the  need  for  safety  and  to  quickly  evacuate  during  a  flood  event. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Encourage  identification  and  connection  with  regional  trail  systems  and  eliminate 
impediments  to  trail  connections  within  the  Basin. 

*  Promote  safe  and  efficient  circulation  and  access  to  the  Basin’s  recreation  facilities  to 
control  traffic  and  provide  a  link  between  activities  within  the  Basin. 

*  Minimize  impacts  on  natural  resources  by  locating  similar  amenities  near  vehicular  access 
points. 

*  Encourage  circulation  and  traffic  plans  for  optimal  use  of  public  transportation  to  and 
within  the  Basin. 

Resources:  NTS  A.  Trails  for  America  in  the  21st  Century  Act  (16  USC  1245). 

5.2.6  Ecosystem  Restoration 

Natural  creeks  are  an  integral  wildlife  corridor  within  the  region.  Within  the  Basin  several 
tributaries  of  the  Los  Angeles  River  carry  local  run-off  through  the  Basin  to  the  river.  With 
urbanization  these  creeks  have  become  degraded,  reducing  wildlife  connectivity,  losing  habitat 
value,  and  reducing  water  quality. 

Resource  Objectives 


*  Encourage  the  restoration  of  creeks  and  streams  for  safe  corridors  for  wildlife  movement. 
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•  Restore  wildlife  habitat  diversity  and  value. 

Resources:  North  American  Wetlands  Protection  Act,  Endangered  Species  Act,  EO  13186  Federal 
Responsibilities  to  Protect  Migratory  Bird  Act. 

5.2.7  Cultural  Resources 

Cultural  resources  play  an  important  role  in  preserving  the  nation’s  heritage  and  history.  Nature 
centers  and  interpretative  panels  can  safely  display  artifacts  and  interpret  the  history  of  a  site, 
while  ensuring  the  protection  of  identified  sites  for  future  generations. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Promote  preservation  and  protection  of  historic  and  cultural  sites  within  the  Basin. 

*  Encourage  education  and  interpretation  aspects  of  cultural  sites. 

Resources:  National  Historic  Preservation  Act,  Archeological  Resources  Preservation  Act. 

5.2.8  Community  Involvement 

Encourage  the  local  community  to  become  partners  with  Basin  stakeholders  (i.e.  City)  and  the 
Corps  as  Basin  stewards.  Creating  a  sense  of  ownership  empowers  the  local  community  to  play 
an  active  role  in  future  development  by  indentifying  problems,  participating  in  volunteer 
programs,  identifying  and  protecting  resources,  and  educating  the  general  public  about  these 
resources. 

Resource  Objectives 

*  Volunteer  programs  for  education  and  interpretation,  clean-up  and  restoration  activities, 
and  safe  accessibility  of  the  Basin. 

*  Maintain  communication  channels  among  Basin  users,  lessees,  and  the  Corps  on  the 
public’s  needs  and  desires,  future  development,  and  problems  and  opportunities  within  the 
Basin. 

Resources:  NEPA  (42  USC  4321  et  seq.),  EP  1130-2-550. 
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Land  Use  Classification  and  Resource  Plan 
Recommendations 


6.1  Recommended  Land  Use  Classifications 

The  recommended  land  use  classifications  proposed  in  this  Master  Plan  include:  Project 
Operations,  Recreation,  Environmentally  Sensitive,  and  Multiple  Resource  Management  - 
Recreation  -  Low  Density,  Multiple  Resource  Management  -  Vegetative  Management,  and 
Multiple  Resource  Management  -  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation. 

Nationwide  regulations  and  policies  are  outlined  in  Chapter  16,  ER  1 130-2-550  and  the  “Non- 
Recreation  Outgrant  Policy.”  The  South  Pacific  Division  of  the  Corps  issued  SPD  Regulation 
1 1 10-2-1,  “Land  Development  Proposals  at  Corps  Reservoir  Projects,”  to  clarify  acceptable 
guidelines  for  development  proposals.  The  Corps  has  prepared  additional  guidance  regarding 
appropriate  uses  within  each  land  use  classification.  This  guidance  is  intended  to  clarify  to  the 
stakeholders  and  the  public  what  activities/events  are  compatible  with  resource  goals  and 
objectives  described  in  Section  5  and  in  accordance  with  Corps  guidance  and  regulations  on 
outgranted  lands. 

Maps  21  and  22  illustrate  recreational  and  restoration  opportunities  and  are  discussed  in  the 
Environmentally  Sensitive,  MRM  Vegetative  Management,  and  Inactive  and/or  Future 
Recreation  classifications. 

6.2  Recommended  Actions  Applicable  to  All  Land  Use  Classifications 

A  number  of  recommended  actions  are  applicable  to  all  land  use  classifications.  These  include: 

*  Improve  condition  of  existing  trails  and  create  new  trails  where  appropriate. 

Improvement  of  hiking  trails  and  other  designated  use  trails  in  conjunction  with  other 
restoration  measures  would  increase  public  access  and  awareness  of  the  biological  and 
other  natural  resources  in  the  Basin. 

o  These  improvements  should  incorporate  ecosystem  restoration  efforts  and 

appropriate  design  and  management  to  enhance  the  visitor’s  experience  while  not 
compromising  the  greater  ecosystem. 

*  Implement  policy  of  landscaping  with  indigenous  native  plants.  Identify  a  plant  palette  of 
indigenous  native  plants  to  use  in  landscaping  new  recreation  areas  and  replace  non¬ 
native  plant  material  with  native  plants  over  time  except  where  provided  in  association 
with  a  specific  cultural,  historical,  or  recreation  experience. 

o  Eradicate  invasive  exotic  species,  including  but  not  limited  to  giant  reed  ( Arundo 
donax ),  consistent  with  nationwide  policy  (EO  13112).  Educate  the  public  on  the 
significance  of  the  need  for  eradication  and  how  action  would  substantially  enhance 
the  natural  environment  throughout  the  Basin.  Through  an  Adaptive  Habitat 
Management  Plan  (AHMP)  an  invasive  species  eradication  program  should  be 
implemented  to  restore  native  plant  communities.  Through  the  AHMP  process  with 
interested  stakeholders,  create  a  short-term  and  long-range  plan  for  plant 
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replacement  that  seamlessly  integrates  native  plants  over  time  in  the  existing 
landscape. 

o  Recognize  that  the  existing  ornamental  and  turf  landscape  requires  more  water  than 
the  native  plants  that  may  replace  them,  and  adjust  irrigation  practices  as  needed, 
o  If  and  when  it  becomes  necessary  to  replace  whole  sections  of  the  landscape  with 
native  plants  ensure  the  successful  establishment  of  the  native  plants  by  having 
compatible  needs. 

o  Institute  a  system  of  way- finding  using  Corps  signage  guidelines  (EP  3 10-1 -6a, 

01  Jun  06)  so  that  the  public  and  emergency  personnel  are  able  to  easily  navigate  the 
Basin. 

o  Combine  a  system  of  GPS  with  trail  markers  to  positively  identify  locations  in  the 
Basin. 

o  Create  signs  to  be  placed  throughout  the  Basin  that  identifies  current  locations  of 
visitors  as  well  as  other  amenities  in  the  Basin, 
o  Indicate  on  signs  where  park  personnel  can  be  reached  in  case  of  emergencies, 
o  Install  signs  that  indicate  length  and  physical  difficulty  of  trails  and  estimated 
walking/hiking  times.  Institute  sustainable  resource  management  practices 
consistent  with  those  already  instated  by  the  City, 
o  Continue  green  waste  management  policies  for  recycling  of  lawn  clippings,  shrub 
and  tree  trimmings  and  green  debris,  either  on  site  or  for  composting  off  site, 
o  Implement  additional  “smart  irrigation”  systems  throughout  the  Basin  with  satellite- 
operated  controllers  that  monitor  weather  conditions  and  adjust  irrigation  schedules 
accordingly.  Create  an  education  program  to  demonstrate  how  this  can  be  adapted 
for  residential  landscapes. 

o  When  replacing  irrigation  systems,  identify  zones  with  similar  watering  regimes 
and  retrofit  to  meet  these  needs;  avoid  planting  schemes  where  water  requirements 
may  be  incompatible. 

o  Regularly  evaluate  the  salinity  of  soils  irrigated  with  recycled  water  and  balance 
soil  amendment  practices  to  sustain  habitat  or  landscape  value, 
o  Develop  a  program  to  manage  and  recycle  construction  waste  and  provide 

incentives  and  recognition  for  lessees  and  contractors  who  adopt  it  per  EO  13514. 
Identify  a  “green  list”  of  contractors  who  have  implemented  strong  recycling 
programs  and  encourage  their  participation  in  future  projects, 
o  Retrofit  pavement  projects  with  the  use  of  porous  pavement  alternatives  where 
appropriate  to  allow  for  the  infiltration  of  storm- water, 
o  Implement  landscape-based  storm-water  management  systems,  such  as  bio-swales, 
rain  gardens  and  infiltration  areas  in  retrofits  and  new  construction  projects, 
o  Naturalize  edges  of  stream  channels  and  paved  surfaces  wherever  feasible  to 

provide  a  buffer  and  cover  for  wildlife,  prevent  erosion,  and  intercept  sediment  and 
nutrients  from  runoff. 

o  Develop  an  Integrated  Pest  Management  program  that  uses  alternatives  to  chemical 
fertilizers  and  pesticides. 

o  Use  low- voltage  solar  lighting  where  feasible. 

o  Identify  potential  heat  islands  and  provide  landscape-based  mitigation  to  furnish 
shade  and  evapo-transpiration. 
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6.3  Recommendations  Applicable  to  Individual  Land  Use  Classifications 

6.3.1  Project  Operations 

Land  classified  as  Project  Operations  covers  197.8  acres,  including  35.1  acres  of  roadways 
within  the  Basin.  The  classification  of  land  as  Project  Operations  has  been  expanded  to  the  Dam 
embankment  as  well  as  the  Dam  outlet  works  and  spillway  structures. 

Project  Operations  land  is  the  most  restrictive  land  use 
classification.  This  area  is  managed  by  the  Corps. 

While  vegetation  or  trails  may  be  permitted  within 
Project  Operations  areas,  vegetation  may  need  to  be 
cleared  out  periodically  to  maintain  flood  storage 
capacity,  trails  may  need  to  be  closed  off  quickly  in 
the  event  of  eminent  flooding,  and  trails  may  be 
closed  following  a  storm  event  due  to  damage  caused 
by  inundation. 

Information  about  flood  risk  management  and  the  Dam 
operations  could  be  provided  at  the  parking  lot  on  Osborne  Street  adjacent  to  the  top  of  the  Dam. 

Recreation 

A  total  of  229.9  acres  is  recommended  for  classification  into  the  Recreation  category. 

The  land  use  classification  of  Recreation  is  the  most  flexible  or  developable  classification.  This 
classification  allows  for  amenities  such  as  sports  fields  and  associated  support  amenities 
including  parking  lots,  restrooms,  concessionaires  and  other  amenities.  Recreation  areas  are 
generally  located  in  areas  of  higher  elevations  in  the  Basin  as  Corps  policy  restricts  structures 
within  given  flood-line  elevations  or  they  must  be  mitigated  for  by  being  floodable.  Requests  for 
development  for  non-recreational  purposes  must  be  evaluated  on  a  site-specific  basis  for 
compatibility. 

The  Recreation  classification  includes  many  of  the  current  recreation  amenities  and 
uses  in  the  Basin.  These  amenities  are  very  popular  and  well-maintained  by  the  City.  The  City 
does  not  have  any  immediate  plans  to  change  these  uses.  The  areas  included  for  recommendation 
into  this  classification  include: 

*  Hansen  Dam  Park 

*  Hansen  Dam  Aquatic  Center 

*  Sports  Complex 

*  Lake  View  Terrace  Recreation  Center 

*  Orcas  Gabrielino  Equestrian  Center 

*  Pacoima  Little  League  Baseball  Fields 

*  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  Center 

*  Ranger  Station 


Project  Operations 
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At  the  Orcas  Gabrielino  and  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian  Centers  it  is  recommended  that  an  overall 
plan  for  BMPs  for  water  quality  be  implemented  for  the  entire  facility  to  include  the  placement 
and  structure  of  wash-down  amenities,  manure  management,  dust  control,  and  integrated  pest 
management. 

The  Pacoima  Little  League  Fields  are  in  need  of  rehabilitation.  These  fields  are  in  poor 
condition.  There  is  visible  trash,  vandalism,  bent  and  broken  benches,  and  rusted  chain  link 
fencing.  There  are  only  portable  toilets  and  "dugouts"  are  extremely  small  and  in  poor  condition. 
This  facility  should  receive  grass  rejuvenation,  new  fencing,  new  dugouts,  new  signage,  and 
permanent  restrooms,  preferably  with  locker  rooms.  Landscaping  should  utilize  a  native  plant 
palette  including  areas  that  provide  shade  cover. 

A  Ranger  Station  in  the  northwestern  portion  of  the  Basin  adjacent  to  Osborne  Street  is  currently 
under  construction.  The  Ranger  Station  would  serve  as  an  office  for  park  staff  and  a  visitors’ 
center  and  have  parking  and  landscaping.  The  Ranger  Station  is  to  be  built  with  City  funding. 


Pacoima  Little  League  Fields 


Future  Ranger  Station  Site 


Environmentally  Sensitive 


A  total  of  721.2  acres  is  recommended  for  this  land  use  classification  which  was  designated  as 
Environmentally  Sensitive  and  Recreation  in  the  1991  Master  Plan. 


This  is  the  most  protected  category  of  land  use  classification  for  vegetation,  wildlife,  and  cultural 
resources.  It  is  recommended  that  the  areas  under  this  classification  include  lands  surrounding 
Big  and  Little  Tujunga  Wash  and  the  wildlife  lake.  The  endangered  least  Bell’s  vireo  and  coastal 
California  gnatcatcher  have  been  observed  in  this  area  (see  Map  18)  as  well  as  the  San  Fernando 
Valley  spineflower  and  the  Santa  Ana  sucker.  This  classification  would  severely  restrict 
activities  and  use  of  the  area.  It  would  provide  a  high  level  of  protection  of  the  area  to  preserve 
the  habitat  value  for  resident  species  and  is  compatible  with  Corps  environmental  stewardship 
policies  and  reflects  community  desires  for  protection  of  wildlife  habitat.  Activities  such  as 
hiking,  bird  watching,  and  photography  are  permitted  under  Corps  guidance.  Unpaved  trails 
transect  the  area  and  are  used  by  equestrians  and  are  accessible  from  a  number  of  areas  within 
the  Basin  (see  Map  19). 
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Several  areas  are  degraded  and  it  is  recommended  that  these  be  restored,  specifically  the  area 
west  of  Little  Tujunga  Wash,  south  of  the  210  Freeway.  A  large  patch  of  Arundo  donax  as 
indicated  on  Map  17,  should  be  removed  as  it  has  the  potential  to  spread  throughout  the  Basin. 

The  area  east  of  the  Equestrian  Center  is  currently  ornamental  trees  and  maintained  lawn.  It  is 
recommended  that  this  area  be  converted  to  the  mixed  sage  scrub  that  surrounds  it.  It  will  also 
be  important  to  watch  for  infestations  of  non-native  plants  throughout  the  entire  area  and  take 
steps  to  quickly  remove  them  in  order  to  preserve  as  high  a  quality  habitat  as  possible. 

MRM  -  Recreation  -  Low  Density 

Approxemately273  acres  are  recommended  for  this  land  use  classification.  The  areas  proposed 
for  this  classification  include  the  youth  campground,  several  open  “play”  areas  and  the  Hansen 
Dam  Golf  Course. 

The  classification  of  MRM  -  Recreation  -  Low  Density  recognizes  areas  that  have  less  intensive 
recreation  uses  such  as  picnic  areas  and  open  play  areas.  Special  events  may  be  permitted  in 
these  areas  on  a  case  by  case  basis  and  must  be  compatible  with  the  surrounding  area  to  limit 
impacts  to  adjacent  areas.  Special  events  must  comply  with  guidelines  established  by  the  Corps 
included  in  Appendix  A-5,  Special  Events  Policy. 

The  youth  campground  is  located  in  the  southwestern  area  of  the  Basin  adjacent  to  the  Dam.  The 
camping  area  will  consist  of  six  tent  pads,  a  concrete  slab  for  a  dining  tent,  restroom  amenities,  a 
sewer  pump  station,  and  sewer  and  water  lines.  The  campground  is  cost  shared  by  the  Corps  and 
the  City.  Recommendations  for  future  improvements  of  the  campground  include  installing 
interpretive  signs  about  the  natural  history  of  the  area  and  watershed.  The  City  has  incorporates 
many  sustainable  practices  into  the  management  of  its  golf  courses.  These  practices  include: 

*  Smart  irrigation 

*  Mulching  lawnmowers  that  keep  grass  clippings  in  place 

*  Green  waste  taken  to  Griffith  Park  and  composted. 


Site  of  Future  Campground  View  from  Future  Campground 


The  use  of  recycled  water  is  proposed  at  the  Basin  through  construction  of  water  lines  from  the 
Donald  C.  Tillman  Water  Treatment  Plant  in  Sepulveda  Dam  Basin.  It  is  recommended  that  the 
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City  undertake  an  environmental  audit  of  golf  course  maintenance  practices.  Factors  to  be 
considered  in  an  audit  would  include  an  investigation  of  quantities  of  herbicides,  pesticides, 
fungicides,  and  fertilizers  applied  and  trash  disposal  of  ancillary  operations  such  as  the 
restaurant.  With  this  information,  steps  can  be  taken  to  reduce  the  environmental  impacts 
through  implementation  of  Integrated  Pest  Management  (IPM)  practices  and  improved  recycling. 

MRM  -  Vegetative  Management 

A  total  of  10.2  acres  is  recommended  for  this  land  use  classification. 

Given  its  current  condition,  its  proximity  to  active  recreation  and  road,  yet  adjacent  to  the 
Environmentally  Sensitive  area,  this  land  use  classification  is  most  appropriate  designation. 

6.3.6  MRM  -  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation 

Approximately  25  acres  is  recommended  for  this  land  use  classification. 

MRM  -  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation  areas  include  those  areas  that  may  be  empty  open 
space  (including  dirt  lots  for  overflow  parking)  or  utilized  on  an  interim  basis,  such  as  for 
agriculture  or  special  events.  Careful  consideration  should  be  given  to  how  lands  classified  as 
MRM  -  Inactive  and/or  Future  Recreation  are  developed.  Once  a  recreation  use  is  established 
with  the  attendant  capital  investment  and  established  user  group,  a  change  to  a  different  use  in 
the  future  may  be  extremely  difficult.  The  areas  recommended  for  this  classification  are  shown 
on  Map  20. 

6.3.7  Easement  Land 

A  total  of  45.9  acres  are  private  lands  encumbered  by  Federal  government  flowage  easements. 
There  are  no  recommendations  for  this  land  use  classification.  The  Corps  retains  limited 
jurisdiction  over  easement  lands. 

6.4  Timeline  of  Resource  Plan  Recommendations 

The  tables  below  summarize  the  recommendations  discussed  above  in  Section  6.2  according  to  their 
timeline  for  implementation. 


Table  6.1  Recommended  Actions  for  Improvement  and  Management  Throughout  Basin 


Recommended  Immediate  Measures 
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Action 

Associated  Measures 

(1)  Immediate  Recommended  Measures 

Native  Plant 
Landscaping  and 
Exotic  Plant 
Removal 

*  Institute  exotic  plant  eradication  program  for  species  such  as  giant  reed,  tree  tobacco, 
castor  bean,  salt  cedar  must  be  developed  in  conjunction  with  the  AHMP.  A  system  of 
replacing  non-natives  with  native  species  should  be  implemented. 

Install 

Wayfinding 

*  Create  a  system  of  signage  throughout  the  Basin  that  enables  visitors  to  identify  their 
location  as  well  as  other  amenities  in  the  Basin.  Indicate  on  signs  location  of  park 
personnel  in  case  of  emergencies,  as  well  as  emergency  phone  numbers. 

*  Where  practicable,  install  signs  that  indicate  length  and  physical  difficulty  of  trails  and 
estimated  walking/hiking  times. 

*  Combine  a  system  of  GPS  with  trail  markers  to  identify  locations. 

Trail 

Improvement 

*  Enhance  hiking  trails  and  other  low-density  recreational  features  in  conjunction  with 
restoration  management  measures  would  increase  accessibility  to  the  public  and  facilitate 
more  awareness  of  the  biological  resources  found  in  the  Basin. 

*  Connect  trails  to  create  loops  and  facilitate  movement  throughout  Basin. 

*  Decommission  disturbed  trails  and  unofficial  trails  created  by  Basin  visitors. 

*  Structure  trails  to  discourage  homeless  encampments. 

Implement 

Sustainable 

Resources 

Management 

*  Employ  green  waste  management,  smart  irrigation,  and  BMPs 

*  Develop  an  Integrated  Pest  Management  (IPM)  program  for  golf  course. 

*  Use  low  voltage  solar  lighting  and  other  energy  saving  utilities  and  measures. 

*  Proper  management  of  special  events  to  eliminate  closures  of  park  amenities  or  impacts 
to  environmentally  sensitive  areas. 

*  Manage  fugitive  dust  at  denuded  lots. 

*  Manage  special  events  to  ensure  no  inappropriate  use  of  Environmentally  Sensitive  and 
MRM-  Vegetative  Management  Areas. 

(2)  Potential  Immediate  or  Future  Actions  Specific  to  Land  Use  Classification 

Project  Operations 

*  Include  education  about  flood  risk  management  and  the  operations  of  the  Dam  in 
interpretive  signage. 

Recreation 

*  Develop  BMPs  for  implementation  at  the  Orcas-Gabrielino  and  Hansen  Dam  Equestrian 
Centers 

■  Rehabilitate  and  improve  the  Pacoima  Little  League  Fields 

Environmentally 

Sensitive 

*•  Include  education  about  flood  risk  management  and  the  operations  of  the  Dam  in 
interpretive  signage. 

*  Restore  native  upland,  riparian,  riverine,  and  wetland  habitats. 

#  Conduct  periodic  biological  surveys,  particularly  to  determine  presence  in  Basin  of 
Federally  protected  species. 

+  Manage  trails  and  vegetation  to  limit  homeless  camps. 

MRM- 

Recreation  -  Low 
Density 

+  Install  signage  with  educational  information  regarding  the  Dam  and  watershed. 

MRM- 

Vegetative 

Management 

*  Restore  wetland  areas. 

MRM  -  Inactive 
and/or  Future 
Recreation 

w  Investigate  potential  for  development  of  model  airplane  field  for  electric  planes. 

Land  Use  Classification  and  Resource  Plan  Recommendations 
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6.5  Economic  Feasibility 

Economic  feasibility  involves  demonstrating  the  economic  value  of  implementing  recreation 
development  plans  that  are  sustainable  over  time  in  terms  of  public  needs  and  desires,  use  and 
perception,  and  operation  and  maintenance.  It  is  recognized  that  well  maintained  recreation 
amenities  are  well  used  and  those  that  are  not  have  little  interest  from  the  public  and  are  often 
considered  unclean  and/or  unsafe  and  decline  further.  When  this  happens,  it  often  costs  more  to 
refurbish  and  rehabilitate  amenities  or  implement  new  ones  than  providing  a  carefully 
constructed  operations  and  maintenance  program. 

While  no  specific  plans  are  considered  under  this  updated  Master  Plan,  future  plans  proposed  for 
recreation  development  are  guided  by  Corps  policies  and  guidelines  for  demonstrating  the  need 
and  economic  feasibility  of  such  proposals.  This  includes  documenting  financial  capability  on 
the  part  of  the  proponent,  sufficient  funding  to  complete  the  proposal,  as  well  as  long  term 
operation,  maintenance,  and  repair.  The  proponent  must  also  show  the  economic  need  for  the 
project  by  providing  market  survey  information  to  indicate  community  desire  and  the  need  for 
the  project  to  indicate  its  future  community  use  and  intrinsic  value. 

If  a  proponent  is  not  able  to  provide  funding  through  normal  budgetary  means  to  maintain 
quality  and  use  to  a  safe  and  clean  standard,  funds  for  operation  and  maintenance  may  need  to  be 
found  elsewhere.  This  may  involve  the  charging  of  use  fees  for  certain  activities  such  as  ball 
fields,  group  reservations  and  special  events  (fees  are  subject  to  District  Commander  approval). 
Other  sources  include  state  and  local  funding  sources,  trusts,  and  private  organizations  to  help 
defray  costs.  Public  volunteer  programs  to  staff  amenities  such  as  nature  areas  and  visitor  center 
could  be  pursued. 


6-8 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-972 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1440  (Patti  McCormick,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


Hansen  Dam  Basin 

Master  Plan  and  Environmental  Assessment 


The  Federal  government  owns  and  the  Corps  manages  eleven  Basins  in  southern  California  with 
the  primary  purpose  of  flood  risk  management.  Since  the  Basins  are  “dry”  most  of  the  year, 
holding  water  only  after  storm  events  occur  (usually  December  through  March),  the  Basin  may 
also  be  used  for  other  purposes,  primarily  recreation  that  may  not  impede  Project  operations. 
Over  sixty  (60)  years  of  Federal  laws  and  regulations  have  empowered  the  Corps  to  work  with 
local  interests  to  develop,  construct,  operate,  and  maintain  recreation  amenities  within  the  Basins 
serving  community  needs. 

The  Corps  leased  to  the  City  of  Los  Angeles  through  its  Department  of  Recreation  and  Parks  a 
significant  portion  of  land  in  the  Basin  to  the  City  for  recreation  purposes.  Over  the  last  fifty  (50) 
years  the  Corps  and  the  City  have  developed  a  variety  of  recreation  amenities  with  Federal  and 
City  funds  through  cost  sharing  agreements.  Amenities  include  ball  fields,  picnic  areas,  trails, 
and  lakes.  The  City  has  also  independently  developed  recreation  amenities. 

The  Master  Plan  is  a  tool  for  the  Corps,  stakeholders,  and  public  interests  to  guide  future 
development  in  the  Basin.  Corps  regulations  and  policies  guide  the  development  of  amenities 
through  the  Master  Plan.  This  Master  Plan  is  an  update  of  the  last  Master  Plan  for  Sepulveda 
Dam  Basin  completed  in  1981.  Although  Corps  regulations  recommend  the  update  of  a  Master 
Plan  every  five  (5)  years,  Federal  funding  is  not  always  available  to  initiate  and  complete  this 
process.  As  a  result,  this  Master  Plan  incorporates  a  longer  time  frame  into  it,  identifying  short 
and  long  term  recommendations  for  recreation  development,  amenity  maintenance,  restoration  of 
native  habitats,  and  other  actions.  This  has  been  accomplished  through  a  process  which  has: 

*  Identified  existing  recreation  amenities  and  other  facilities  within  the  Basin, 

*  Incorporated  the  local  community’s  needs  and  desires  for  recreation  development, 

*  Developed  resource  goals  and  objectives,  and 

*  Developed  additional  policies  to  facilitate  these  goals  and  objectives. 

As  a  result,  this  Master  Plan  identifies  land  use  classifications  for  the  Basin  based  on  this  process 
within  the  definitions  of  Corps  regulations.  This  will  guide  interested  parties  for  future 
development  through  years  to  come  to  preserve  and  protect  the  Nation’s  lands  and  resources. 
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8  Approval 


I  have  reviewed  this  Updated  Master  Flan  and  Environmental  Assessment  for  Hansen  Dam  Basin 
prepared  by  my  staff  for  the  guidance  of  future  development  for  recreation  and  environmental 
stewardship  efforts  within  the  Hansen  Dam  Basin  located  in  the  City  of  Los  Angeles,  Los  Angeles 
County,  California  in  keeping  with  the  Corps’  mission,  values  and  vision. 

This  Master  Plan  is  technically  sound,  environmentally  acceptable,  and  meets  the  appropriate 
requirements  of  Corps’  regulations  guiding  the  development  of  Master  Plans  for  Corps’  water  and  land 
resource  projects. 

Therefore,  I  approve  this  Master  Plan  for  Hansen  Dam  Basin  as  presented,  subject  to  updates  as  needed 
for  the  benefit  of  flood  risk  management,  public  use,  and  environmental  stewardship. 


Date 


trict  Engineer 


Approval 
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ac-ft 

acre- feet 

ARRA 

American  Recovery  and  Reinvestment  Act 

BMP 

Best  management  practices 

CEQ 

Council  on  Environmental  Quality 

CFR 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations 

cfs 

cubic  feet  per  second 

Corps 

U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

CWA 

Clean  Water  Act 

dB 

Decibels 

DSAC 

Dam  Safety  Action  Classes 

EA 

Environmental  Assessment 

EC 

Engineering  Circular 

EIS 

Environmental  Impact  Statement 

EM 

Engineer  Manuals 

EO 

Executive  Order 

EP 

Engineer  Pamphlets 

EPA 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

ER 

Engineer  Regulations 

FCA 

Flood  Control  Acts 

FONSI 

Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

LACDA 

Los  Angeles  County  Drainage  Area 

MP 

Master  Plan 

MRM 

Multiple  resource  management 

NEPA 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

NGVD 

National  Geodetic  Vertical  Datum 

P.L. 

Public  Law 

SCAB 

South  Coast  Air  Basin 

SCAQMD 

South  Coast  Air  Quality  Management  District 

SPD 

South  Pacific  Division 

USEPA 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 

USFWS 

U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

WRDA 

Water  Resources  Development  Act 
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Abutment  A  geological  feature  that  each  end  of  a  Dam  is  tied  into  for  support. 

Archaeological  resources  Surface  or  buried  material  remains,  buried  structures,  or  other  items  used  or 
modified  by  people. 

Basin  Land  area  comprised  of  all  Federal  lands  managed  by  the  Corps  that  were  acquired  for  the  construction, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Whittier  Narrows  Dam  Basin. 

Channel  Portion  of  the  project  carrying  flow  may  be  described  as:  natural,  constructed,  riprapped,  concrete, 
trapexoidal,  leveed,  overbank,  low  flow,  bypass  etc. 

Dam  Barrier  built  to  hold  back  flowing  water. 

Discharge  Volume  of  water  that  passes  through  a  given  cross-section  per  unit  time;  commonly  measured  in 
cubic  feet  per  second  (cfs)  or  cubic  meters  per  second  (m3/s);  also  referred  to  as  flow.  In  its  simplest  concept 
discharge  means  outflow;  therefore,  the  use  of  this  term  is  not  restricted  as  to  course  or  location,  and  it  can  be 
applied  to  describe  the  flow  of  water  from  a  pipe  or  from  a  drainage  basin. 

Drainage  area  Area  of  a  stream  at  a  specified  location  is  that  area,  measured  in  a  horizontal  plane,  which  is 
enclosed  by  a  drainage  divide. 

Easement  Lands  Land  over  which  the  Federal  government  acquired  an  interest  in  real  estate  to  support 
construction,  operation  and/or  maintenance  of  the  project.  Not  equivalent  to  fee  title. 

Ecosystem  Management  An  ecosystem  is  a  dynamic  community  of  biological  organisms,  including  humans, 
and  the  physical  environment  in  which  they  interact.  Ecosystem  management  by  the  Corps  is  a  proactive,  goal- 
driven  approach  to  sustaining  ecosystems  and  their  values.  The  Corps  will  manage  communities  to  promote 
regional  environmental  values  occurring  on  project  lands  toward  sustaining  ecosystems  in  which  the  project 
lands  and  waters  occur.  Such  ecosystems  and  communities  will  be  identified  in  resources  objectives  and/or 
land  use  classifications  contained  in  the  Master  Plan  and  the  OMP.  Preferential  treatment  will  be  given  to  the 
management  of  ecosystems,  communities,  and  habitats  identified  as  having  special  status  species.  (ER  1130-2- 
540  15  Nov  96  2-2  f.  (l)(a)) 

Embankment  Bank  of  earth,  concrete,  or  other  material  constructed  to  hold  back  water. 

Endangered  Species  Any  species  which  is  in  danger  of  extinction  throughout  all  or  a  significant  portion  of  its 
range,  and  has  been  so  listed  by  the  FWS/NMFS  at  50  CFR  17.1 1  and  17.12. 

Enhancement  Enhancement  measures/activities  are  those  measures/activities  taken  above  a  stewardship  level 
(i.e.,  level  of  required  to  sustain  fish  and  wildlife  resources  for  the  life  of  the  project),  and  those 
measures/activities  which  produce  an  increase  or  concentration  of  animal  numbers  for  the  purpose  of 
recreation  benefits.  Historically  the  term  “enhancement”  has  been  used  an  indication  of  a  net  habitat 
improvement  over  the  without  project  condition.  However,  this  term  now  implies  making  the  habitat  better  for 
some  species  than  it  would  have  been  naturally  in  the  absence  of  human  intervention.  Since  this  goes  beyond 
the  goal  of  ecosystem  restoration,  the  use  of  the  term,  enhancement  is  rarely  appropriate  in  Corps  documents. 

Flood  Risk  Management  Flood  risk  management  is  the  process  of  identifying,  evaluating,  selecting, 
implementing,  and  monitoring  actions  taken  to  mitigate  levels  of  risk.  Scientifically  sound,  cost-effective, 
integrated  actions  are  taken  to  reduce  risks.  Social,  cultural,  ethical,  environmental,  political,  and  legal 
considerations  are  accounted  for  in  the  process. 

Floodplain  The  lowland  that  borders  a  river,  usually  dry  but  subject  to  flooding. 
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Groundwater  Water  in  the  ground  that  is  in  the  zone  of  saturation,  from  which  wells,  springs,  and 
groundwater  runoff  are  supplied. 

Historic  archaeological  resources  Archaeological  sites  whose  deposits  that  post-date  European  contact. 

Interpretive  Services  Communication  and  education  processes  provided  to  internal  and  external  audiences 
which  support  accomplishment  of  Corps  missions,  tell  the  Corps  story,  and  reveal  the  meanings  of,  and 
relationships  between  natural,  cultural,  and  created  environments  and  their  features. 

Invasive  Species  A  species  whose  introduction  does  or  is  likely  to  cause  economic  or  environmental  harm  or 
harm  to  human  health.  A  species  that  is  non-native  to  the  ecosystem  under  consideration  and  whose 
introduction  causes  or  is  likely  to  cause  economic  or  environmental  harm  or  harm  to  human  health. 

Invert  As  used  in  hydraulic  engineering,  the  bottom  or  lowest  point  or  elevation  of  a  structure  such  as  a  pipe, 
conduit  or  channel. 

Land  Allocation  The  identification  and  documentation  of  lands  at  Civil  Works  projects  in  accordance  with  the 
authorized  purposes  for  which  they  were  or  are  to  be  acquired.  There  are  four  primary  land  allocation 
categories  applicable  to  Corps  projects:  (1)  operations  (i.e.,  flood  control,  hydropower,  etc.),  (2)  recreation,  (3) 
fish  and  wildlife,  and  (4)  mitigation. 

Land  use  classifications  All  lands  are  acquired  for  authorized  project  purposes  and  allocated  for  these  uses. 
The  classification  process  is  a  further  distribution  of  project  lands  by  management  categories,  which  based 
upon  resources  available  and  public  needs,  will  provide  for  full  utilization  while  protecting  project  resources. 
(EP  1130-2-550  15  Nov  96  l-4.d.) 

Market  Area  The  geographic  range  that  people  are  expected  to  reasonably  travel  from  to  visit  the  Basin  area. 

Master  Plan  A  conceptual  document  guiding  the  Corps  responsibilities  pursuant  to  Federal  laws  and 
regulations  to  preserve,  conserve,  restore,  maintain,  and  manage  the  project  lands,  waters,  and  associated 
resources.  The  plan  addresses  all  resources  including  but  not  limited  to  fish  and  wildlife,  vegetation,  cultural, 
esthetic,  interpretive,  recreation,  mineral,  commercial,  and  outgranted  lands,  easements  and  water.  The  Master 
Plan  is  the  document  that  organizes  authorized  activities,  i.e.,  established  by  project  specific  authorities  as  well 
as  general  authorities  for  stewardship  responsibilities  which  guide  the  project’s  role  within  the  region, 
watershed,  and  ecosystem. 

Mitigation  Mitigation  measures  authorized  by  Congress  or  approved  by  Headquarters  compensate  for 
ecological  resources  unavoidably  and  adversely  affected  by  a  Corps  project.  Mitigation  includes  stand-alone 
projects;  work  undertaken  concurrently  with  project  construction;  and  operation,  maintenance  and 
management  measures.  (ER  1130-2-540  15  Nov  96  2-2  (6)(b) 

Multiple  Resource  Management  Lands  managed  for  one  or  more  of,  but  not  limited  to,  these  activities  to  the 
extent  that  they  are  compatible  with  the  primary  allocation(s).  The  activities  should  be  fully  explained  in  the 
narrative  portion  of  the  Master  Plan. 

Native  Species  With  respect  to  a  particular  ecosystem,  a  species  that  other  than  as  a  result  of  an  introduction, 
historically  occurred  or  currently  occurs  in  that  ecosystem. 

Non-statutory  Mitigation  The  definition  of  mitigation  is  broadened  to  include  “all  measures  necessary  to 
make  the  Corps  project  whole.”  No  specific  statute  may  address  these  actions,  yet  damages  are  incurred  and 
appropriate  mitigation  should  be  provided.  Non-statutory  mitigation  actions  may  take  the  form  of  actions  to 
restore  project  value,  such  as  replacing  trees,  soil  stabilization,  and  providing  new,  relocated,  or  replacement 
amenities. 
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Outgrant  Authorizes  a  non-Federal  entity  the  right  to  use  Army-controlled  real  property.  It  is  a  written  legal 
document  that  established  the  timeframe,  consideration,  conditions,  and  restrictions  on  the  use  of  Army 
property. 

Outlet  works  The  hydraulic  structure  that  controls  the  flow  of  water  through  a  dam,  usually  consisting  gates 
upstream  of  a  lined  conduit  or  pipe. 

Outreach  Activities  Communication  efforts  involving  programs  that  reach  diverse  populations  such  as 
students,  teachers,  organized  groups  such  as  Boy  Scouts,  Girl  Scouts,  4-H,  and  the  general  public,  beyond  the 
physical  boundaries  of  Corps  projects  and  amenities. 

Planning  Area  The  planning  area  is  a  geographic  space  with  an  identified  boundary  that  includes  the  area 
identified  in  the  study  authorizing  document  and  the  location  of  alternative  plans  which  are  often  called  project 
areas.  The  locations  of  resources  that  would  be  directly,  indirectly  or  cumulatively  affected  by  alternative  plans 
are  also  called  the  affected  area. 

Recreation  -  Low  Density  Recreation  activities  such  as  hiking,  primitive  camping,  wildlife  observation, 
hunting,  or  similar  low  density  recreation  activities. 

Recreation  Land  developed  for  intensive  recreation  activities  by  the  visiting  public,  including  developed 
recreation  areas  and  areas  for  concession,  resort,  and  quasi-public  development.  At  new  project,  recreation 
areas  planned  for  initial  development  will  be  included  in  this  classification.  Future  areas  will  be  classified  as 
multiple  resource  management  until  initiation  of  the  development. 

Resource  Objectives  Clearly  written  statements  that  are  specific  to  a  project  or  group  of  projects.  They 
specify  the  attainable  options  for  resource  development  and/or  management.  They  must  be  consistent  with 
authorized  project  purposes,  Federal  laws  and  directives,  regional  needs,  resource  capabilities,  and  expressed 
public  desires. 

Special  Event  Special  events  at  Corps’  Basins  such  as  water  carnivals,  fishing  tournaments,  boat  regattas, 
music  festivals,  dramatic  presentations,  and  other  special  recreation  program  of  interest  to  the  general  public. 

Spillway  Hydraulic  structure  whose  purpose  is  to  bypass  flow  that  exceeds  the  storage  and/or  release  capacity 
of  a  dam. 

Stewardship  Natural  resources  management  through  a  stewardship  concept  ensures  the  conservation, 
preservation,  or  protection  of  those  resources  for  present  and  future  generations.  Stewardship  focuses  on 
sustaining  ecosystems.  Stewardship  shall  be  applied  in  a  biological  community  context,  thereby  providing 
protection  for  the  existing  species  populations,  communities,  habitat  types  and  ecosystems. 

Traditional  cultural  properties  Places  associated  with  the  cultural  practices  or  beliefs  of  a  living  community. 
The  significance  of  these  places  sites  is  derived  from  the  role  the  property  plays  in  a  community’s  cultural 
identity  as  defined  by  its  beliefs,  practices,  history  and  social  institutions. 

Watershed  An  area  characterized  by  all  direct  runoff  being  conveyed  to  the  same  outlet.  Similar  terms  include 
basin,  drainage  basin,  catchment,  and  catch  basin.  A  part  of  the  surface  of  the  earth  that  is  occupied  by  a 
drainage  system,  which  consists  of  a  surface  stream  or  a  body  of  impounded  surface  water  together  with  all 
tributary  surface  streams  and  bodies  of  impounded  surface  water. 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #504  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/3/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/29/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 
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Last  Name  : 

McCoy 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

9959  Rancho  Caballo  Drive 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91040 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

m  ccoy  a  rt@y  a  h  oo .  co  m 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Sirs: 

Our  neighborhoods  of  Shadow  Hills,  Sun  Valley,  La  Tuna  Canyon, Verdugo 
Hills,  Lakeview  Terrace,  Burbank,  et.  al. ,  were  recently  astounded  and 
appallaed  when  we  saw  your  publications  showing  a  huge  yellow  swath  of 
"potential"  routing  area  to  be  devastated  if  the  HSR  comes  through — on  the 
most  direct  way  to  Burbank  Airport — which  was  "chosen"  as  the  stop  of 
choice  when  it  was  realized  that  a  station  in  San  Fernando  was  still  some 
distance  away  from  the  population  centers.  The  only  problem  with  THAT 
logic  is  that  IT  ASSUMES  THERE  WILL  BE  POPULATION  LEFT  THERE  TO 
"SERVE"!  (Perhaps  NOT  so  much,  after  this  proposed  route's  construction 
process  forces  them  to  move  away). 

To  adapt  an  old  saying,  "Hell  hath  no  fury,  like  local  neighborhoods  scorned." 
And  while  it  may  not  have  been  your  intent  to  alarm  everyone,  you  HAVE 
done  so  royally,  and  it  ain't  a  pretty  sight. 

Frankly,  there  is  NO  PLACE  through  which  the  HSR  line  can  run  within  the 
scope  of  that  yellow  "swath"  on  the  way  to  Burbank  Airport  (even  if  "the 
swath"  IS  supposed  to  be  10  miles  wide)  that  will  not  thoroughly  disrupt  the 
lives  and  property  values  of  a  few  hundred  thousand  people,  plus  traversing 
an  environmentally  and  ecologically  sensitive  area  including  known  wildlife 
migration  paths,  the  last  zoned  equestrian  area  in  LA  County,  two  major 
highways,  at  least  a  thousand  private  residences  and  hundreds  of 
commercial  properties  (many  of  them  small  businesses  run  by  the  folks  who 
live  in  those  endangered  homes).  You  have  managed — apparently  with  a 
single  pen-stroke — to  obliterate  the  property  values  of  a  large  part  of  the 
population  within  that  area;  not  just  of  those  whose  homes  will  actually  be 
destroyed  by  the  construction,  but  also  those  others  who  are  anywhere  near  it 
by  a  mile  or  more  on  either  side.  This  route  takes  it  right  through  the  middle  of 
town,  no  matter  WHERE  within  that  10-mile  breadth  it  comes.  At  least  on  the 
proposed  route  paralleling  the  14  highway  and  through  San  Fernando,  part  of 
the  time  the  HSR  would  run  within  or  alongside  the  rights-of-way  of  either  the 
highway  or  conventional  railroads,  as  well  as  more  lightly-built  industrial 
areas.  Even  with  that,  there  ARE  still  areas  in  Acton  and  Santa  Clarita  in 
which  residential  neighborhoods  will  be  destroyed. 
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Perhaps  one  of  the  stupidest  parts  of  this  potential  Palmdale-Burbank  route  is 
the  need  for  creation  of  an  ungodly-long  tunnel  under  the  San  Gabriel 
mountain  range  which  will  be  necessary  in  order  to  avoid  the  HSR's  inability 
to  vary  more  than  1%  or  2%  in  grade.  Being  in  the  middle  of  a  tunnel  of  that 
length  under  the  mountains  (20  miles?  30  miles?)  is  the  LAST  place  I'd  want 
to  be  when  the  "big  one"  (8  or  9  or  10  on  the  Richter  scale)  hits. 
Hypothetically,  when  that  happens,  it  won't  make  any  difference  HOW 
freaking  fast  the  thing  is,  because  the  system  is  designed  to  shut  down  if  it 
senses  a  tremor  larger  than  a  certain  strength.  The  route  between  San 
Francisco  and  Los  Angeles  (as  surely  you  know)  crosses  one  of  the  world's 
most  active  earthquake  zones,  and  one  of  the  world's  biggest  geological  fault 
lines  (the  San  Andreas  plus  all  its  "tributaries"  and  parallels).  The  fact  that  the 
HSR  route — in  virtually  its  entirety — runs  atop  and  parallel  to  this  network 
means  that  one  major  earthquake  anywhere  along  this  length  could  cause 
problems  over  a  long  stretch  of  the  line  that  will  take  both  time  and  a  lot  of 
treasure  to  rebuild.  Not  only  that,  but  huge  amounts  of  prime  farmland  in  the 
San  Juaquin  Valley  will  be  purloined  and  destroyed  if  the  HSR  goes  through. 

Further,  who  is  going  to  ride  it?  Will  it  be  full?  Will  ridership  be  sufficient  to 
ever  equal  or  support  the  cost  of  operation  and  maintenance  for  such  a  high- 
tech  fantasy?  There  are  already  cheap  airfares  between  SF  and  LA.  While 
some  argue  that  people  in  Central  California  might  go  to  SF  or  LA,  the 
likelihood  of  large  chunks  of  population  from  Fresno  or  Bakersfield  going 
either  direction  on  a  regular  basis  is  wishful  thinking  at  best.  The  HSR  can't 
compete  in  cost  or  ridership.  It  is  unlikely  to  ever  break  even,  much  less  ever 
make  a  profit — Amtrak?  With  the  same  amount  of  cash,  just  create  a  "state 
commuter  airline"  that  flies  cheap-fared  planes  every  hour  between 
Sacramento,  San  Francisco,  Burbank,  LAX,  and  San  Diego — it'd  be  a  hell  of 
a  lot  cheaper,  and  there  would  be  money  to  spare  to  operate  it  for  years  to 
come.  Oh,  I  forgot,  Southwest  already  does  that.  The  argument  that  it  would 
remove  traffic  from  the  highways  doesn't  hold  water  either;  NO  AMOUNT  OF 
RIDERSHIP  is  going  to  remove  2  or  3  thousand  cars  from  the  LA  or  SF 
freeways  all  at  once;  you'd  have  to  get  that  many  off  all  at  one  time  before  it'd 
even  be  noticed. 

In  short,  the  TRUTH  of  the  matter  is,  that  the  WHOLE  FREAKING  PROJECT 
IS  BEING  BUILT  ON  THE  BASIS  OF  NOTHING  BUT  "PROJECTIONS"! 
There  is  little  hard  data  to  support  ANY  of  it,  and  only  if  you  stretch  it  to  the 
breaking  point  and  obscure  huge  parts  of  it  with  double-speak.  No 
government  project  EVER  comes  in  under,  or  even  ON,  budget.  Add  the  cost 
of  the  San  Gabriel  tunnel  onto  what  has  already  been  "projected".  "Chunnel" 
anyone?  Distance  about  the  same;  the  only  advantage  is,  this  proposed  HSR 
route  doesn't  have  an  ocean  over  it  as  well. 

I  urge  you  to  reconsider  this  ill-imagined  and  ill-advised  routing  proposal  and 
remember  that  while  you  may  be  serving  at  the  will  of  the  governor,  ALL  OF 
YOU  (including  him)  SERVE  AT  THE  WILL  OF  THE  PEOPLE.  I've  come  to 
believe  that  the  voting  populace  was  sold  a  "bill  of  goods"  when  HSR  was  put 
on  the  ballot  and  squeaked  by,  but  people  don't  LIKE  being  duped  into  voting 
for  something  that  later  turns  out  to  be  a  dumb  idea,  especially  when  their 
pockets  are  being  picked  at  the  same  time.  California  is  a  state  with  a  history 
of  "un-voting"  referenda,  and  that  is  highly  likely  to  continue.  HSR  SOUNDS 
like  a  good  "idea" — in  theory — but  in  practicability  it  will  be  ANYTHING  but  a 
great  idea,  and  also  not  a  great  "legacy"  for  the  governor.  Instead — if  built — it 
will  go  down  in  history  as  one  of  the  greatest  boondoggles  the  world  has  ever 
seen. 

Stop  it  NOW — stop  ALL  of  it — before  it  goes  further  and  is  stopped  after  even 
more  billions  of  taxpayer  dollars  are  thrown  down  the  tubes  for  "studies"  or 
(heaven  forbid),  major  construction.  Does  the  term  "super-conducting  super¬ 
collider"  ring  any  bells?  What  about  the  SST? 

Sincerely,  (in  opposition  to  the  whole  HSR  thing  after  really  thinking  about  it, 
even  though  I  previously,  naively,  was  in  favor  of  it), 


cif  Tr,iriyf.tirkibrwi 

F«d«ri1  Rniirend 
AdrmnuwttwPi 
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William  McCoy 

m  ccoy  a  rt@y  a  h  oo .  co  m 

9959  Rancho  Caballo  Drive 
Sunland,  CA  91040 

EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project 
Form  Letter  : 


(818)273-4195 

Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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J6JK 


^  A  r  C  T  -) 


WHAT  PTUFR  lr.  r.UTi  wnuin  ran  Limi  till  ran  Jtil  LEVEL  ENVIRONMENTAL  P  Mi  U  MI  NT  fa  ICifthttl  I 


i  rsn-i  trfi  rj  A I  FtlUMT  PJ  T41 


I*-  a  ^  A**  *** 


TH  A  PJ  n  fOUrOJI  Y&UR  P  ART  ICIPAT 1 0*  IW  ?M1  I  LMPfiRTAPlT  PflGCEH 
Pi  I  * r,  r  ?u?i*iit  fsui  vr  n  rinc  r  dmmI  n  !  fm'iVi  AT  THE  E-liL'i  IH  r  ABLE  QH  AlAtl  3  H  ll  H  h  1- /i  t  J  tf  t1  T  0 II M, 
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0  CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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W: 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


e 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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^CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  N arth  Alameda  SlrtreL  Room  3-532 
Los  AngtriH*  CA  00012 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  S»rvirr*a 
Attention:  Palm  dole  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  El  WE  IS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
70  D  Worth  Alameda  Sheet,  Room  3-532 
los  Angdcs,  CA  90012 


U-rl  |.!  i/  J  l|IJ  ljiyi||||^'J]||||| 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 


Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 

Scaping  Comment  Card 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  AuHhorily 

?nn  North  Ahmad  a  Street,  Roam  3-532 

Los  Angeles,  C  A  §0012 


SAMTjai  cESPJfA  — 

2J;  jUJG  2CM  r^f- 


Mark  A,  McLaughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 

Atterstio  rr :  Pa  [mda  Ic  to  Bur  ban  k  Section  P  roj  act  Lev  ■  M  E I R/EI S 

California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  Worth  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Las  Angeles,  C A  90012 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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Individual 
Project  Email 
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Mellinger 


00000 


leemell@dslextreme.com 


I  am  a  retired  engineer  and  the  idea  of  boring  tunnels  1 5-20  miles  under  the 
very  heterogeneous  San  Gabriel  mountains  to  replace  an  existing  rail 
passage 

that  would  only  gain  ~1 5  minutes  seems  a  non-starter.  It  seems  more  like 
trying  not  to  offend  political  and  popular  wishs  rather  than  real 
engineering.  I  vote  for  the  Santa  Clarita  route. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Lee  Mellnger 
Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 
Prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
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00000 

thorx655@earthlink.net 

Mr  McLoughlin, 


We  moved 
to  Acton,  California 

14  years  ago  in  order  to  get  away  from  the  trappings  of  city  life.  This 
includes  noise,  artificial  lighting,  and  congestion  all  connected  to  urban 
living.  We  have  several  issues  with  the  current  High  Speed  Rail  (Palmdale  to 
Burbank)  project  as 
planned. 


Negative 

impacts  to  the  serenity  and  aesthetics  of  a  small  rural  town. 


The  fencing, 

lighting,  tunnels  exits,  overhead  viaducts,  and  more  will  destroy  the  culture 
and  essence  of  our  rural  town.  The  lights  will  take  away  from  the  dark  night 
sky  that  so  many  have  fought  to  preserve.  The  fencing  and  elevated 
structures 

will  block  the  view  of  our  National  Forest  and  more.  The  noise  will  disturb  the 
natural  quietness  that  is  expected  in  a  rural  area. 


Negative 

impacts  on  air  quality. 


I  suffer  from  severs 
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allergies  connected  to  air  pollution.  The  construction  process  and  tunneling 
will 

release  particles  into  the  air  with  unknown  health  consequences. 


Negative 

impacts  on  local  wildlife. 


What  will  be  done 

to  protect  the  wildlife  habitats?Mountain  lions,  bobcats,  quail,  horned  toads, 
deer,  roadrunners,  coyotes  and  many  more  migrate  through,  hibernate, 
breed,  and 

live  in  our  backyards  and  all  around  Acton.  The  construction  and  running  the 
HSR  will  destroy  their  breeding  grounds  and  habitats  of  local  wildlife. 


Possible  destruction 
of  Native  American  historic  artifacts 


Anyone  who  has  walked  the  hills  and  mountains  in  Acton  has  discovered 
these  artifacts.  Historic  documents  have  recorded  Native  American  tribes 
living 

in  the  area  hundreds  of  years 

ago.  How  will  the  High  Speed  Rail  identify  and  protect  these  archaeological 
treasures? 


No  specific 
route  designated 


I  live  in  the  Aliso  Canyon 

area,  near  the  National  Forest  boundary.  One  of  your  proposed  routes  “The 
Slug” 

is  near  me.  Despite  attending  multiple  meetings  with  HSR  representatives,  no 
specific  route  has  been  determined,  just  a  vast  swath  of  land  where 
construction  may  or  may  not  occur.  Without  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority 
designating 

a  specific  route,  I  do  not  know  how  I  will  be  impacted.  I  am  unable  to 
determine  if  construction  equipment  will  be  staged  near  my  home.  I  do  not 
know 

if  my  home  is  in  danger  of  massive  property  value  loss  due  to  an  unsightly 
and 

a  deafening  train  running  near  or  under  it.  I  do  not  know  if  the  stability  of 
my  land  will  be  in  danger  due  to  tunneling.  How  will  my  water  quantity  and 
quality  be  affected  by  the  tunneling?  HSR  needs  to  designate  a  route 
immediately,  so  local  residents  can  prepare  and  determine  how  to  mitigate 
the 

damage. 


Property  Value 
Decline 


Regardless  of  where  HSR  runs,  all  property  values  in  Acton  will  drastically 
decline  because  their  value  is  based  on  the  peace  and  quiet  of  our 
community. 

That  is  the  primary  reason  people  move  this  far  away  from  the  conveniences 
of 

the  city.  They  move  here  to  enjoy  the  quiet.  They  move  here  to  enjoy  the 
beauty 

of  the  surrounding  forest,  vegetation,  and  wildlife.  They  move  here  to  raise 
animals.  What  will  the  High  Speed  Rail 
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Authority  do  to  ensure  the  residents  of  Acton 

do  not  lose  this  right  to  enjoy  their  legally  owned  land  and  their  peace  and 
quiet? 


Electromagnetic 

Waves 


When  I  moved  to  Acton  I  was  careful  to 

find  a  property  away  from  power  lines.  I  have  now  learned  that 

electromagnetic 

waves  are  generated  by  the  High  Speed  Rail.  How  will  you  guarantee  this 
does 

not  affect  my  health?  My  family  already  has  a  history  of  cancers.  I  do  not 
trust  that  these  electromagnetic  fields  are  safe.  I  have  read  that  they  cause 
headaches  and  fatigue.  What  will  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  do  to  prevent 
harm  to  me  and  my  family  from  these  electromagnetic  fields? 


Earthquake 

Faults 


In  the  Aliso  Canyon 

area,  there  are  four  earthquake  fault  lines  that  I  am  aware  of.  In  fact,  an 
earthquake 

monitor  is  being  built  in  Aliso 
Canyon  to  monitor  such 

activity.  How  will  the  High  Speed  Rail  Authority  protect  the  public  during  and 
after  construction  during  any  seismic  activity? 


From  a  tax  payer  standpoint,  the  HSR  is  fiscally 
irresponsible.  The  ridership  estimates 

are  widely  exaggerated.  I  rode  the  Metrolink  Train  to  Los  Angeles  for  over  10 
years.  It  took  longer 

than  driving,  but  initially  was  fairly  economical.  However,  over  the  years, 
prices  have  increased  to  where  the  train  costs  more  money  than  driving. 
Coupled 

with  the  extra  V2  hour  of  commute  time,  it  made  no  sense  to  ride  the  train. 

HSR 

will  suffer  from  the  same  fate.  There  is  no  High  Speed  Rail  system  in  the 
world  that  is  not 

subsidized  by  the  government.  However,  when  HSR  was  sold  to  us  (I  did  vote 
for  the  original  project),  it  was  to  be  self  supporting.  At  this  point  in  time, 

I  do  not  believe  that  HSR  can  be  supported  in  our  current  economy. 


As  a  tax  payer,  a  45  year  resident  of  California,  and  a  14  year  resident  of 
Acton.  I  am  opposed  to  this  project  as  designed,  specifically  being  routed 
through  Acton  (It  would  seem  that  the  original  route  planned  through  the  1-5 
corridor  makes  more  sense  as  it  is  a  straight  line  from  northern  California).  I 
am  not  against  high  speed  rail  in  general.  But  I  cannot  support  this  project 
and  route. 


Thor  and  Christina  MerichActon  residents 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Do  not  prefer  Alternative  Corridor 
Form  Letter  : 
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S/17/14 

California  High  Speed  flail  Authority 
Pdlrndalc  lo  Burbank 

THIS  PLAN  tO  RUN  THE TftAtN  THROUGH  ANGtlS  fOAEST  IS  A  DISASTER 

This-  is  Nalignal  Forest  protected  forest.  The  Pacific  Crest  trail  runs.  Ibrough  I  he  very  mountains  you  want 
in  run  a  high  speed  Train  through.  The  Impact  will  tat  huge.  Vegetation  needed  to  hold  ouf  hill  sides 
back  Natural  wild  life  will  be  disrupted  while  st's  being  constructed,  Construction  alone  win  do 
irreversible  damage  to  our  forest.  Trucking,  helicopters,  explosions  lor  demolition  usd  of  bur  ground 
water,  earthquakes  all  ol  these  issues  are  a  huge  concern-  of  mine 

Acton  has  many  Native  American  Indian  burial  sites.  So  you  arc  going  to  start  this  project  op  I  he  land 
and  then  have  to  stop. 

My  husband  suffers  from  Vertigo  has  been  retired  early  because  of  il  can  you  imagine  what  it  es  going  to 
do  (o  hi.m  when  the  earth  starts  in  shake  daily.  We  have  lived  in  this  community  For  35  plus  years  burli  a 
home  raised  our  children  and  you  expect  us  to  just  sil  back  while  you  destroy  l  hi  s  small  town. 

We  may  be  small  hut  wc  are  cich  in  history,  we  serve  a  purpose  being  a  rural  town.  Many  athletes  train 
in  our  community  and  local  forest  We  are  the  gale  way  to  the  desert.  SMesse  do  not  start  |hi*  project 
rum  pur  Tiomcs,  mountains  every  thing  we  stand  for  wrth  a  project  <hat  the  suite  can  not  afford  and  wiii 
never  be  completed. 

This  project  will  ruin  our  property  values.  Many  residents  of  Acton  arc  at  the  age  we  arc  ready  to  retire 
and  welcome  the  young  people  lo  enjoy  and  raise  there  children  here  if  This  Iraki  happens  it  will 
bankrupt  many  of  us?  we  were  depending  on  our  equity  in  our  homes  fur  retirement 


There  ate  too  many  masons  to  list  why  this  train  should  nbl  go  through  The  mountains.  I  Sure  hope  the 
environmentalists  have  done  there  research  and  stop  this  project,  do  to  impact  n  will  have  on  our 
community,  naiurdl  recourses,  history,  environment  and  wild  life 

Nicki  MertJ 
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Mark  A.  McLoughlin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention :  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section  Project  Level  EIH/EIS 
California:  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
7CD  North  Alameda  Street,.  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street,  Suite  800 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

I  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  1  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally. 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it. 


^mr#»rpfv/ 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 


T  IdJiUf 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


li.a.  IVfi.ifl  TrfOt 
Clf  ’ftwtSpprUl&Gtl 

Ftdiril  Rniirend 
Admmuwttton 


PAGE  F.6-1002 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1451  (Tamela  Messina,  August  26,  2014)  -  Continued 


08/28/2014  11:43  626-794-1401 


TSC  CIC 


PAGE  01/01 


August  26,  2014 

Jeff  Morales 
Chief  Executive  Officer 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
770  L  Street  Suite  S00 
Sacramento,  CA  95814 

Dear  Mr.  Morales: 

I'm  writing  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  High-Speed  Rail  route  along  the  14  Freeway  in 
northern  Los  Angeles  County.  Whatever  one  thinks  of  the  project  as  a  whole,  this  portion  as 
planned  hurts  our  communities  between  Burbank  and  Palmdale.  The  proposed  route  would 
negatively  impacts  schools,  churches  and  residential  dwellings.  The  proposal  has  already 
triggered  disclosure  on  real  estate  transactions  which  is  harming  sellers. 

1  also  want  to  encourage  the  Authority  to  disavow  completely  the  originally  planned  route  as  a 
way  to  reset  the  discussion  and  stop  the  disruption  of  the  real  estate  markets  in  those 
communities.  I  believe  if  the  Authority  was  to  do  that,  a  more  meaningful  and  promising  debate 
could  begin  in  those  communities  as  to  the  merits  of  the  project  generally- 

Please  instead  pursue  vigorously  a  tunnel-oriented  alternative  between  the  Palmdale  station 
and  the  Burbank  station  that  would  provide  a  more  direct,  faster,  less  costly,  more 
environmentally  friendly  and  less  community-intrusive  route  between  the  Antelope  Valley  and 
the  San  Fernando  Valley. 

The  hope  of  our  community  depends  on  it* 


Sincerely, 


Cc:  CHSRA  Chairman,  Dan  Richard 
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RE:  Comment  Letter  regarding  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail,  specifically  the  Palmdale  to 
Burbank  section  and  the  related  Alternative  Corridor/New  Study  Area 

Ladies  &  Gentlemen: 

Sunland  and  Tujunga  are  communities  that  sit  just  minutes  from  the  scenic  drive  into  the  Angeles 
National  Forest,  the  largest  urban  forest  in  the  United  States.  Those  of  us  who  call  Sunland-Tujunga 
home  have  built  our  lives  loving  our  environment  and  nurturing  the  geological  and  wildlife  treasures  it 
bestows  upon  us.  So  key  is  the  Angeles  National  Forest  to  who  we  are  that  we  have  claimed  her  as  our 
own,  legally  branding  Sunland-Tujunga  as  the  “Gateway  to  the  Angeles  National  Forest®  ”  and  even 
incorporating  her  majestic  presence  into  our  town’s  official  logo,  seen  here  above. 

As  the  Sunland-Tujunga  VP  of  Community  Improvement  (2012-2014),  a  Board  Member  on  the  S-T 
Chamber  of  Commerce  (2013-Present),  and  the  individual  spearheading  the  town’s  branding  initiatives 
(2013  to  Present),  I  am  submitting  to  you  in  this  letter  my  comments  regarding  the  proposed  High  Speed 
Rail,  specifically  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  and  the  related  Alternative  Corridor/New  Study  Area. 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  scoping  being  done  at  the  request  of  LA  County  Supervisor,  Fifth  District 
Michael  Antonovich  is  merely  exploratory,  designed  to  show  what  a  San  Fernando  alignment  might  look 
like  when  compared  to  the  original  Santa  Clarita  alignment.  It  further  is  my  understanding  that  the  Santa 
Clarita  alignment  already  in  place  has  been  studied  for  years,  whereas  the  alternative  path  of  driving 
through  the  Angeles  National  Forest  is  new.  Per  Antonovich’s  Field  Deputy  Jarrod  DeGonia,  I  also 
understand  that  Antonovich  has  not  recommended  in  favor  of  the  San  Fernando  alignment,  and  that  he 
“will  not  sacrifice  the  San  Fernando  Valley  Residents  for  Santa  Clarita.”  And  finally,  per  Transportation 
Deputy  Michael  Cano,  I  understand  that,  to  quote  him:  “Everyone  is  well  aware  of  the  issues... There  are  a 
lot  of  things  to  worry  about  here,  and  it  may  come  back  that  it's  not  feasible  at  all." 

“Not  feasible  at  all”:  this  is  my  recommendation  regarding  any  thoughts  associated  to  running  the 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the  proposed  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest. 

As  a  first-generation  Italian  who  has  traveled  extensively  throughout  Europe,  making  great  use  of  their 
high  speed  train  system,  I  need  you  to  understand  that  I  am  not  opposed  to  High  Speed  Rails  overall. 
What  I  AM  opposed  to,  however,  is  THIS  High  Speed  Rail  project.  My  reasons  for  opposing  THIS  High 
Speed  Rail  project  on  the  whole  and  my  opposition  to  running  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of  the 
proposed  High  Speed  Rail  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest  are  as  follows: 

•  Changes  in  What  Originally  Was  Promised  Versus  What  Is  Now  Being  Realized 

When  voters  approved  billions  of  dollars  in  funding  for  an  LA  to  San  Francisco  High  Speed  Rail 
years  earlier,  the  decision  to  do  so  was  based  on  cost  and  travel  time  promises.  Recently,  per  a 
panel  of  outside  experts  who  presented  to  the  state  Senate  committee,  as  well  as  according  to 
numerous  reports  on  the  budget,  the  High  Speed  Rail  will  not  meet  the  stated  2-hour-and-40- 
minute  travel  time  from  end  to  end,  and  even  before  construction  is  to  start,  already  has 
exceeded  project  costs  by  $1  billion.  There  is  zero  confidence  in  what  originally  was  proposed 
and  voted  on  as  being  wholly  accurate  and  executable. 

•  Concerns  about  Engineering  and  the  Environment 
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The  San  Gabriel  Mountains  present  an  extremely  rugged  terrain  and  active  seismic  areas  that 
include  the  San  Andreas  Fault.  In  addition,  the  alternative  route  must  traverse  in  some  way  a 
flood  plain.  Attempting  this  alternative  route  in  such  an  area  -  especially  when  an  already  existing 
Santa  Clarita  alignment  option  is  available  -  is,  at  best,  a  costly  and  unrewarding  endeavor;  at 
worst,  it  is  a  scenario  rife  with  the  possibility  of  disasters  and  bankruptcies. 

•  Threats  to  Wildlife  and  Natural  Corridor 

The  Angeles  National  Forest  is  virgin  land.  It  and  its  animals  and  plant  ecosystem  must  be 
protected,  and  the  intrusion  of  this  High  Speed  Rail  will  negatively  impact  this  natural  treasure’s 
balance.  California,  blessed  with  such  natural  beauty,  should  be  leading  the  nation  in 
preservation,  not  in  ill-conceived  development  that  devastates. 

•  Costs  Far  Outweighing  Benefits 

I  do  not  believe  adequate  analysis  has  been  conducted  regarding  the  enormous  costs  (financial 
and  otherwise)  associated  with  this  project  and  the  actual  benefits  anticipated.  Dollars  and  cents 
alone  immediately  raise  red  flags:  The  fact  that  airfare  between  LAX  and  SFO  for  same-day  travel 
costs  on  average  under  $140  round-trip  and  takes  approximately  90-minutes  seems  a  more 
efficient  and  effective  means  of  commute  than  doing  so  on  a  train  system  that  would  require  twice 
that  in  time  and  would  have  cost  billions  and  billions  of  dollars  that  the  price  of  tickets  would  need 
to  help  recoup.  In  addition,  the  lack  of  use  now  of  public  transportation  in  the  way  of  buses  and 
trains  is  not  only,  in  my  opinion,  reflective  of  routes  and  schedules,  but  also  of  lifestyle.  I  do  not 
believe  ours  would  sustain  such  a  train  going  nowhere. 


It  is  my  hope  that  those  involved  in  this  project  will  heed  public  comments  and  the  advice  of  experts  and 
dismiss  any  possibility  of  development  through  the  Angeles  National  Forest,  and  also  will  reevaluate  and 
reconsider  the  High  Speed  Rail  project  overall  to  determine  more  accurately  its  costs  and  its  true  benefits 
that  would  merit  moving  forward. 

Sincerely, 


Paolina  Milana 
6259  Gyral  Drive 
Tujunga,  CA  91042 
Paolinamilana8@qmail.com 


Sent  via  email  to: 

palmdale  burbank@hsr.ca.qov 

ralph.vartabedian@latimes.com 

Steve.Scauzillo@sgvn.com 

felipe.fuentes@lacity.org 

fifthdistrict@lacbos.org 

mavor.qarcetti@lacitv.org 

Teresa.Lamb@mail.house.gov 

JamesFallows@theatlantic.com 

julietwilliams@muckrack.com 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #777  DETAIL 


Status  : 


Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 
Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 
First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 
Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 


Pending 

9/11/2014 

No 

9/10/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

John 

Mills 

Partner 

Nelson  Hardiman  LLP 
1 1 835  West  Olympic  Blvd. 
Suite  900 
Los  Angeles 
CA 

900064 

310.203.2800 

jmills@nelsonhardiman.com 


Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List :  Yes 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  I  am  writing  to  voice  my  strong  opposition  to  the  "alternative  corridor"  route 

through  the  Angeles  Forest.  Prop  1 A  approved  by  voters  states  HSR  must 
follow  existing  transportation  corridors.  As  you  know,  there  are  no 
transportation  corridors  in  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  In  stark  contrast,  the 
original  SRI  4/5  Route  is  an  existing  transportation  corridor  with  other 
significant  transportation  systems.  Why  potentially  ruin  one  of  the  last 
untouched  wilderness  areas  in  LA  county  when  there's  already  an  existing 
transportation  corridor?  The  Angeles  National  Forest  has  "blue  line"  streams, 
and  yet  during  this  drought  we  are  actually  considering  de-watering  much 
needed  water  resources?  For  these  reasons  and  numerous  other  reasons 
affecting  the  environment  of  that  beautiful  area,  I  think  the  public  -  and  the 
residents  of  that  area  -  deserve  much  better  from  those  we  vote  into  public 
service.  Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 


John  A.  Mills  |  Partner 
NELSON|HARDIMAN  LLP 
T- 310.203.2800 
F- 310.203.2727 

11835  West  Olympic  Blvd,  Suite  900  |  Los  Angeles,  CA  90064 
www. nelsonhardiman.com<http://www. nelsonhardiman.com/> 

[linkedin-24x24]<http://www.linkedin.com/in/johnamills>[Bookmark  Icons 

Facebook]<http://www.facebook.com/nelsonhardiman>[twitter- 

24x24]<https://twitter.com/nelsonhardiman>[blogger- 

logo]<http://www.nelsonhardiman.com/blog/>[Google+ 

alt]<https://plus.google.com/+Nelsonhardiman11835#+Nelsonhardiman1 1835 

/posts> 

This  message  contains  information  that  may  be  confidential  and  privileged. 
Unless  you  are  the  addressee  (or  authorized  to  receive  e-mails  for  the 
addressee),  you  may  not  use,  copy,  or  disclose  to  anyone  this  message  or 
any  information  contained  in  this  message.  If  you  have  received  this  message 
in  error,  please  advise  the  sender  by  reply  e-mail  to 
jmills@nelsonhardiman.com  and  delete  the  message.  Thank  you. 
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IRS  Circular  230  Disclosure:  To  ensure  compliance  with  requirements 
imposed  by  the  IRS  in  Circular  230,  we  inform  you  that  any  tax  advice 
contained  in  this  communication  (including  any  attachment  that  does  not 
explicitly  state  otherwise)  is  not  intended  or  written  to  be  used,  and  cannot  be 
used,  for  the  purpose  of  (i)  avoiding  penalties  under  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  or  (ii)  promoting,  marketing  or  recommending  to  another  party  any 
transaction  or  matter  addressed  herein. 


EIR/EIS  Comment : 

Need  PI  response  : 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 
Form  Letter  : 


Yes 

Yes-  Standard  Response 

In  Opposition  to  Alternative  Corridor 

No 
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PflKe  1  of 


Dear  Mr  McLoughlHi 


August.  24  2014 


I  liOve  lived  !Jl  Adort  C a.  on  rily  property  Since  IE  77  I  built  my  huust  rnysOli  TOi  iriy  wife  and  dau0iE£T$  and 
haw  enjoyed  nnr  Uteslyle  Ihr 37  My  riaiifthlfrrs  grew  up  rdmft  hnpws  snr|  raising  sheen,  goate, 

.mfl  fJibbiK  fur  irifiir  4H  prfijflrtE  We  havft  tuise  blessed  wrlh  .i  gnnd  pmdur.lnfl  weJI  IhAt  AupjTfirtft  Cmr  npert.S 
Our  property  is  dark  ai  nig  hi  ana  w«  can  sac  all  the  beautiful  mars  and  hear  the  saunas  of  (ha  Coyotes 
Echoing  In  our  canyon,  and  the  Owls  whu  pes!  jn  our  pine  Uses.  TTie  Wisslem  Screech  Owls  are  endangered 

onci  wc  titivc  had  ino  ptoHUfv  d  le^cuiag  one  bus  summer  widen  pur  Uee  that  wes  injured,  who  now  |±. 
m  Lhe  preserve  m  Q^i,  Gdlitomla  One*  hit  bns  recovered,  me  officer  imm  Ammoi  Qoulnol  Will  rellnn  lum 
here  iq  his  natural  hawuat  m  our  pine  iroes 

My  wife  who  suffers  irom  complox  Regional  Pain  3ynanom&  end  Depression  finds  solace  and  linos  l be 
piece  and  quiel  on  our  front  porch  a  way  to  manage  her  daily  pain 

We  would  be  utigirtfvgfy  impelled  tiy  Eho  -SR  14  Hybnd  dirtcdy.  however  we  u-pposy  any  m  ule 

rn rough  ihfi  rurnt  towo  of  Acton.  My  wife  ana  I  nave  o^eys  dreamed  of  passing  i he  mmily  home  on  lo  our 
da-ughlnrs  but  ifffils  pmposad  plan  continues  won.  we  can  only  imagine  our  home  will  bo  in  snomble^  and 
our  properly  value  wifi  be  none. 

Please  find  artOTOer  tpuEc  nrognd  Acto»  Tburc  n^si  bv  8  way.  Plcn^e  consider  ell  itic  nation  Is.  terniltes. 
children  Hteose  Tmd  d  m  your  heart  lo  find  onotherway 

Since  rely 

Michael  and  Patricia  Mttdlel  and  Family 
3011  WnteoiKEL 
Adan,  Ob. 

m^ilrop  eddies 

3G07  W  Sierra  Hwy  G-442G 

Aden,  Ca.  93510 


iiboul  :b  1 3ii  k  8/2&20I4 
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.  -f A  b  _  _ 

■AESTHETICS  AND  URBAN  DESIGN 

Aacrlirth-  unilYViuitJ  Quality 

Pcrmitwiii  visual  changes  will  result  rrom 
inTrudueTiuu  of  Ihc  High-Speed  Rail  through  AuUm 
and  Aaua  Dm  I  l  b.  Tim  Ijtndscnpe  ts  ramie  an d  rural  In 
esnira.iL,  the  High-Speed  R  a  1 1  iid iin  urban  ei-emcm 
of  overhead  viaducts  and  numel  enirances  and  exits 
lhal  will  Hum  bate  the  landscape  Hid  detract  from  she- 
fitting  open  space  and  mountain  vfowBr  rhe  elevated 
viaducts  nn d  catenary1  acres*  scenic  Sierra  Hlghw*yh 
Ahf-etfls  Foiml  Highway,  Red!  Rover  Mine  Road, 
Solcdud  Canyon  Road  and  itlhore  would  deLxnci  from 
Eundscipe  features.  Cut/flEI,  time  cl  penult,  imd 
fttevaiod  Mrunture-i  woitfo  be  visible  against  natural 
open  ipute,  hillside?  and  ridges.  Elevated  sCrnuturtS 
produce-  shadow  effect  ior  75+  feet.  Lighting  will 
mLcrlcre  with  the  valued  dark  sky  enjoyed  by  residents. 
The  need  to  reduce  expected  view  blockage  erminiai 

with  exiting  lindssapt  witting  net d  lip.lit  and  ihidew 
c  Heels  is  significant. 

All  tenemg  along  fac  track  needs  to  be  npn-relliretivr- 
Nigfa  lighting  should  hr  hooded  and  directed  In  ihfi  unm 
where  the  lighting  is  required.  Lor  lighting  not  required 
24  Injure  per  day.  sensors  and  llmem  should  be  specified. 
Potential  flhailnw  ftffi sets  nn  odjiWfcltt  DUdk  pectetfriJlli 
irea*K  And  rcsIdenTlal  Areas  should  be  taken  into  account. 

Native  vegelslron  should  be  used  adjacent  Co  a reas 
outside  of  I  hr  operating  Imcta.  ringing  area1?,  and  nmrai 
that  are  graded  or  filled. 

Review  nf  Joes!  rural  design  plmi  and  pel  ic  its  should 
ha  conducted  taking  into  jwcounl  local  design  objectives. 
Specific  dcsspfi  measures  should  he  Lmpleiueninl 
Hucyrdinfity. 

•AGRICULTURAL.  FARMLAND 

AND  FOREST  LAND 

AgrJcuEJurul  Resource; 

The  majority  of  Acton  and  A^un  Uutrre  properties  are 
reused  agrkidmral .  What  is  the  polendai  risk  of  am  dug 
wnHjcD  ut  a  Will lamion  Act  conflict  withihecflrutrueriftn 
pf  the  High-Speed  Rad? 

WhU  is  the  risk  of  conversion  of  farmland  to  non-faun 
uieiV  Negative  el Tcets  on  fi urns,  orchards,  and  rancho, 
mciudu^  historic  Etrrm  Ranch,  are  inevitable. 


Many  properties  arc  CinTetuiy  U.-icd  Fhr  hoarding  and 
breeding  of  horses  and  other  animals.  Large  areas  Along 
the Hligsnsenl  will  be  aidverrely  d  fleeted  by  noise  and  iMher 
unpack  wid  will  lmY*abu£*  dalorertotw  effeci  on  Biwcsrm-.h 
and  on  reeidems  engaged  In  livestock  majuigenwiii. 

■AIR  QUALITY  AND 
G  LOB AL  CLIMATE  CHANGE 

Public  HeaElli  jliuI  AirQuillly 

Air  quality  impacts  from  ccmsirucuon  and  soil 
movement  will  be  HfniflcxnL  mulhng  in  acute  and 
chjouin  health  problems,  Construction  atid  operation  of 

■il  -  f  it  -J-  e —  —  - 1  ri  -  -  ■  .— .»•*  -  ■ 


the  limLn  and  remain  there  Small  particle  stir  alow  u 
a  major  health  risk  for  lung  diacaso  and  for  Auuigp:  to 
die  eairliovosailar  system.  Paredes  having  small  size 
art  more  likely  to  be  embedded  iri  the  lungs.  Airborne 
tntnsmis^JOEj  of  jrtthogefii  (bacteria,  viruses,  fongH  and 
the  compofriiiofis  of  certain  hazardous  dunt  panicles  are 
human  health  barards.  %  time  m Inera  I ^  in  diMt  are  extremely 
hazaidniH  ^ueh  as  asbesrlform  mlncraJap  because  of  iheit 
ubility  10  lodge  in  Sung  tissue  ind  promote  disease  such 
as  ffi^mhehartu,  b  form  oflung  cancer,  The  Ewloty  ot 
Aden  includes  SerpAUinn  reck*  itiaxh  poEenimlEy  can 
release  ashestlfcutti  particles  when  dialurbrvJ  Other  heavy 

rtUtLCM  In:  may  CDItUin  pOtcniUlljy  lO-xiv11  eliunenls,,  nidrh  XS 
certam  heavy  metals. 

Valicy  Fever,  censed  hy  a  funguj  found  in  the.  fuiiL  c*tn 
be  conducted  b>‘  tirtiply  breuthiu^  in  the,  spores  from  Ihc 
Just  disturbed  by  Ihc  wuid  or  other  ground-dlRtuibiiLk 
ncli  vity  La^-CS  ofv^il  ley  Fever  113^  iBcrcascd:  in  C-M I  ifomia 
by  unit  Lhiui  -iix-fold  in  the  past  ten  yearn  fa  ahont  40% 
of  the  ea>c^  St  causes  mild  to  sever*  flu-like  symptoms  ot 
mrtre  serintiS  inject!  ana .  11  Cfln  spread  TO  ihc  bl@m,  bonei. 
sldn.  even  eyes.  lending  tohlimLncss,  skm  ubyeesi:i^r  Irntft 
failure  md  even  dealh  In  California.  Valley  Fev£j  £ase i 
fme  from  ahum  7fK3  in  io  mare  than  lr500  cmcs 
in  2011.  There  were  1H5  report *d  cases  in  the  Antoh rpc 
Vfllicy  from  2011.  Tn  th-e  first  rix  jnpnlln;  of  701?, 
L78t-41SBS  were-  reported  in  Loa Angeles  Coimiy.  incltiding. 
five  dfcMha,  otic  of  a  local  tcenflg«r  in  An|sii£t  2012.  I  hE 
lungal  mlcclJoifc  is  prevsile(tt  in  arid  desm  Bros  like  the 
Anldope  and  Sanm  Oarlia  Villeys- 

Oiher  dust  related  diseases  are  i^rncer;  aUerpic 

alveolitis,  as  well  as  aon-re^imEcwy  UlncsKu. 

Feoptc  suswprihle  let  ihti  tisallh  ctlocU  Ilf  fine  and 

coarse  du^t  particles  arc' 

*  Inlkms  and  tdolescents 

*  bldcrty 

*  People  with  respiratory  COUtLittffllS  SUvh  a 5  asthma, 
l.imnchitis,  and  emphysema 

*  People  wiUl  heart  diidw; 

*  People  wiih  dialled 

Re^fl^rch  also  shows  BiStKisUon  uf  pqiuW  Jpttrtfdo 
pollunnn  ssiih  heart  problems.  nn^Liu  und  heail  atlackp 

'BIOLOGICAL  RE50UHCES  AND  WETLANDS 

Biidhgieal  kunuren  {ineEuiHug  Wi;thmilib  nml 
SptdiuJ  Status  SpBelp  aud  Their  Kalittut) 

Aelcm  is  a  known  inigrainry  rente  for  birds  and 

wruntuJ^  I'  is  ft  “Berjiliv.-  l.ihuar  tor  iJic  Califondi 
quail.  li.'imeJ  I Md,  k.nnjVli™  tilt  l»iJ  llie  ii.adrunntt.  it » 

,i  TSMgmsrd  iitmtinp  arcs  tor  lie  reri  Icjigid  frog . . 

NirrUiem  Hnni^liere.  Jl  is  |?w'  of  a  wildltle  ™iri  J.,r  fm 
die  hcellc,  coyoie.  tmbimi  iUj.S  4eer. 

x+  4  fi  ,m*>  ht'"*  ^ 

/jfirA  Civ'! 
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It  1®  7~ 

tThapimil  cavern  many  hilitftdei  in  sLa'p,  Verticil 
wsJled,  nsmtsw  cniiytmi  with  ponmnrai  stLeamv  Thurt 
uJsu  nrs  xcaiUHd  Stands  oi  mixed  pints  and  hardwoods 
inducting  the  protected  Manjcnjmfi,  The  California  condor 
mlaabiUH  liiLi  wridcfiieAi  ax  dare  iJic  umumureLl  ihr«  spin* 
nljulldmnk,  arid  the  Sontp  Ami  suel«  l he  two  Striped 
garter  avakc  bIho  iulMihjts  this  area.  The  endangered 
homed  (mud  dm  resides  in  Acton. 

There  if.  ji  viewing  area  fm  wild  animals  .uld  birds 
located  14  Hie  SNedud  campground. 

Aston  i$  home  to  the  Shamtu  hi  Preserve,  an  ticcwlc 

MlEIC  1  iWOtK. 

Thfi  High-Speed  Rad  a  high  potential  iK^liva 
hnpod  on  the  continued  lurvfvii  of  sensilivn  Rfreciejf. 
Hnw  m  Lite  Authority  planning  In  work  munod  tht-  newly 
approved  Wildti.le:  Corridor  south  Of  Acton1-1 

■  cultural  and  Hismimc  resources 

Acton  ami  Agim  Dnlee  IlflVe  a  high  potential  lor 
discovery  of  historic  Native  American  bund  sites  in 
the  Suk-diul  Cannon  Corridor,  There  cr«?  known  button 
artifacts  and  protected  relics  on  Acton  end  AgUS  Lhllec 
properties. 

In  tdjdifmtii,  theft  if  a  potoniml  impaei  %w 
pateoritotaglesl  rcsoiErees.  There  me  fnimutiftfiS  with 
potential  tor  containing  tr*silynfiishH  mollusfcs,  ac a  cows, 
Md  turtles,  mpirn,  burse;,  ouncli,  pccCUH*,  rodnfcEv.  buds, 
deer,  lizards,  gnpheJS  *Cld  vultures. 

Governor  Mine  nnd  Red  Rover  Mine  ace  historic  mines 
in  Aston,  MuttogflfMKW  are  anil  active  in  Ehtne  (ueaa. 


The  Facitic  Cross  Trail  traverse*  Actuu.  H^w  will  these 
histone  ioid  cultural  rsaourcre  be  protected? 

-CUMULATIVE  IMPACTS 

A  typical  High  Spred  Train,  at  grade,  would  Have 
a  50  To  lUli  foot  fenced  rigl ii -of-way,  and  an 

devuird  guide- way  would  have  a  5f>  Foot  { 1 5m)  nght-ef- 
wiiy  The  IDO  fwH  Width  would  be  compatible  to  n  M%- 
I n h<!  highway  Caten^uy  supports  26  led:  (Still  in  htlpht 
would  be  cVtry  30  fret  (S  m)  fllonj  both  side*  o-t 

the  nock  to  support  the  cledm  *ir«  that  supply  powei 
la  the  trains,  The  profH5S*d  HIjsMpcol  Rail  silttmatiVe 
would  include  vt\  ng,  esi^ ting  rail  trucks  or  parallel  trades 
(n  highway*  where  feasible,  and  Enunelang  through  she 
scenic  mountainous  arm. 

CtMtstmohOT  equipment,  staging  areas  with 
Kwistruotion  materials,  signage >  and  night  fcichtEnu  would 
bo  visible  from  idjsecnl  tHopmios  and  i  midways  during 
lire  construction  perEod- 

There  ace  phirt  for  (four  10  five  Tcnaid:  (Sip  trains  per  hour. 

Ultra  would  be  attenrivV  si^ntftcafii  adverse  impact!. 
To  ah  quality,  laud  use.  flesh i£i  ll*.  visual  retwmocs,  eulnn  i] 
nc^otu'ces.  Tosnurees?  parks  and  icctearion 

mwmm,  suhools,  uSHhlubed  hu*inESsesH  wlldJifr 
habil^t.  riafick,  WllcT  aoJ  bumbeils  nf  homcfl.  hevere  noiae 
.md  vihmtltiii  unpauls  ini  residences  sehuoSs,  ehiardina, 
..  j  k  '  ,-ifit'WF-nT  i j-i  r»il'  iiliPMi-Finnl  cnnAirf  with 


_  _ 

hieal  \a2id  nvr  ^lans,  H«4ft  inipaeu  (all  diapmportmnatdy 
to  Acinn  ncsidems  as  ihe«  is  no  direct  benefit  lo  the  jurat 
community.  The  new  ,'Vntelope  V4il  ley  Area  Flan  moimauu 
(hut  Aflutt  will  be  kept  rural  All  impacts  coafilct  with  Lhe 

ttni  . . tine  of  the  ActOii  CUtninmifly, 

AddituMfllly,  the  AuEhonty  IMS  nul  pmvided  Actnn  wi\h 
a  specific  route.  Ii  is  difltuijll  to  knftw  ahead  of  ume  ill 
oj  the  puieptial  impacts  in  an  nmkclured  routn,  Prupefty 
owners  do  not  know  tf  and  how  (heLT  pro|.njrT>,l  Sthnoln  m 
church  might  bo  JnqNKtad  witfatim  ii  final  mute  aclccsion. 
impiety  can  only  he  aisticipfUnd.  Adequate  prcparatEOTi  ftp 
all  possible  impacts  is  m  unreasonable  challenge 
•ELXCraOMAGNETiC  iNTEftFEMNCi 
/F1ELJJ8  tEmmm 

nSectrtjmaqncuc  wi Yd  gen^ted  by  the  Tlrpii-SpeeJ 
Rail  are  n  ■HgnltEnam  couenn.  Exposure  to  blqb  levels  of 
dccLroniJigiietHf  faittaltiMi  ftu  short  pertoJs  ot  time  can 
cause  fciipu^  headaches  and  anxiety-  There  is  a  possible 
association  with  childhotjd  leukemia 

Wrhat  is  the  jmpoci  of  dMtemWkgjmtic  waves  on  caidu^ 
denumd  paeenwkentf  Articnnas?  Radio  tmumifsiunsl' 
Poller,  and  Fire  rrrmsmsssioTiS:  WiFi? 
-ENVIRONMENTAL,  JUSTICE 
Ecnnomie  and  Soehl  I  mpact^. 
y  d  vl  run  menial  JuaII  lv  (IVli^filig  ji  - 

I  he  ihrcc  rdemined  Uigh-Specd  Rati  aligtimcim 
divide  she  Actou  cumniunity  and  drsplaco  Acton  prop>any 
OWneiS.  Atfon'ji  rqjulatkfd  in-  rj  Ironquil.  Turaj  town,  will 
be  fprever  tkmL 

Hie  prosmiEty  to  Kboflls  and  the  Assault  on  opun  spaces 
wit!  signtficuilly  hiipuct  ihe  vaJuo  of  ill  Actnn  properees. 
Who  will  want  to  own  Aatun  pruperiy  when  there  is  xn 
S5+  decLbd  cram  nnrini  hy  frequently?  Fropeity  value? 
will  drop  si  gililrtHnlty  A  baseline  iludy  of  prnpeity  va  I  nut 
has  ttm  been  conducted  by  the  HE^-3p«ed  Hut  Auifiori^1 
pnnr  to  assignmem  of  a  route.  1 1  is  exprsutetl  that  property 
values  may  drop  by  hs  much  ai  TiGKVk.  The  tnl  ipcnl  d™ajn 
^nd  4tari4h4ii1iijn  prucess  is  only  vaguely  outlined  by  iha 
Auifioriry  and  dearly  wifi  not  pruperiy  compensate  tlinic 
impaeledL 

A  iritklc  effevl  in  lusl  mcomc  in  Incal  Realinr.%  lotml 
businessci,  cpniracti-Jra  and  devetopen,  reaches  (when 
schools  elu9u  due  to  a  drop  eel  ciirelEnn-nt)  will  result. 
S&wkrt&  will  ei  eed  to  be  hussed  io  other  conrmuDirics, 
The  movie  Lnriuxtrv  Lg  active  throughdul  die  year  filming 
m  various  parts  of  Acton  (mr  lulling  cn  rwuiion>  m  Red 
Kuver  Mine  Road,  .Angdcs  Forrest  Highway,  Solonldd 
Cunjffli  Rond.  Ciurfn  Vn\ I ut  Reed.  Sierra  Highway  jnd 
ihe  Viisqnuz  Canyon  arw  The  H  i^h-Sjured  Rufi  tUlpiCt 
op  noise,  dust,  visual  blight,  juo^jnd  roOrt  will  make 
die  lucaj  ciTrrunuillty  an  Undcauahle  Jilmsng  Incal ion 
Tire  Higli- Speed  Rail  alignmenuc  potenuafiy  tmald 
adversely  dividJ:  pivr*!®,  libqnpJiiym^  iccSioru  of1  IjjhI 
for  resale.  ^  ? 


CALIFORNIA  f%  ur  Tijgiapqrtjitofi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


PAGE  F.6-1014 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1455  (Michael  Mitchell,  August  12,  2014)  -  Continued 


- - 

How  dm  the  Amlronly  txpeel  EtHiandlt  potential  f 
expo&uib*? 

•HYDROLOGY  AND  WATER  RESOURCES 

Hvd  mingy  and  Water  Quality 

Must  ufAgtro  dqmids  upmi  well  water  Jqr  rcsidcrmid 
and  ajpiaultural  needs. 

Construction  of  the  High-Speed  Ri iil  through  Ad  on 
vmks  Kfrilh  il  h  hijdi  rwk  o!  negative  unpacta  on  Anon's 
water  ‘supply.  Tliefie  is  (hr  pulmliul  fur  release  nfh  uzunjn  us 
inaicrial  or  waste  during  cusu&uctfcin  operations  which 
would  uoriiumipiite  ground  water.  Trenching  « tunneling 
during  excavation  could  niter  local  iub^urfrice  bytfrtrtllk 
gradients  and  draw  ground  wafer  inEo  Usca vfiled  areas.  Fil 
odditjufi,  fuel  or  chemical  vapors  could  rr.nvc  through  the 
vjdir^L'  r:tine  Lli  excuveiect  siichs  during  nirrislrur.linn.  nr  to 
underground  smic^Ercs  mKiaud  wiih  the  rail  line. 

Tunnel  Log  through  Aulan  could  produce  high  impaett  Oil 
individual  w^ita  reducing  ur  eliiEtErttUn#  production  und  to 


\ *  *yi£iA  (t?  1  — — 

Temporary  and  pekmunerU  road  du-rttva  during 
cotfiUmtiud  potentially  will  bli  tease  driving  tjjfllaiiaas 
end  gasoline  expectes  for  cflfflni unity  member  who 
remain, 

Co  in  Uni/  iLliyjuiLGittv  cud  v  i  udu  c-ti-  potentially  i'JJI 
bwiyi!  targets  few  graffiti  artists.  treating  evert  more 
blight  eo  i he  surrounding  areas. 


•GEOLOGY*  SOUS,  SEISMIC 
AJW  PAI.F  ONTOLOGY 
Mintnl  Rescues 

Acton  is  known  few  i&  rich  mining  histoiy,  Currently, 
Chvtv  uju  Lifljvt  mines  Ed  the  Kcd  Rover  Mins  ftoad  -if  Gil. 
There  is  a  high  risk  ni  vibration  impacts  to  the  mining 
opcm-lion  LcK-arcd  ue-ar  the  SRIA  Wcsrt  Btigjliuef'if. 

Tlst  Santa  Clara  River  is  a  rmlural  clew  water  source  lor 
Acton  and,  Apua  Ehalw.  Train  Argument  would  encroach 
on  the  nverbed. 

Cmiln^  and  Soils 

Acton  is  hrnne  to  several  active  earthquake  frulti.  The 
San  Andrew  Fault  hoc  h  wilhin  five  miles  of  Acioii.  Tim 

ftEale  of  California  hits  identified  the  AvEwt  ipiedi  an^le 
:ls  an  tifEclil  sc  i  hUl  w  hazurd  ^luse  Aciun  Iflp&giaphy 
includes  many  canyons  and  valleys. 

liquefaction  nr  Juidslidcfi  are  Itkciy  lo  tafee  fiiam 
■lurpm;  ,"jtrrhqiLifcfi5  of  5.S  magnitude  ot  gr-wter.  Above- 
prade  structures  cun  uc]  lapse  ij  ■  m  carthquAke,  liow  WlU 
die  Authority  citfiiro  public  safety  if  a  Jargc  CHJlbquidte 
occurs? 

What  it  ihe  nsX  to  AcEtm  of  im  eurthon  embaiikmenL, 
slop^  or  viaduu  rollaj^ing  dtu-uig  n  seism  ic  evcnlV 
me-jjuiw  w  ill  ihe  Authoriry  take  w  enaure public  sufeiy  m 
iho  event  of  a  seiitnic  event  dunni^  coniH  od  i  uu'5 
Will  die  Auihoniy  monitoc  soil  noTiEamicpiiEOP 
tpmthmfi,  ilrilfsrtg  WuJ  lwirin^?  Will  (he  resulk  pf  shese 
iioil  saiuples  be  rdeased  to  the  public  upon  nquefitf 
Serpentine  rock  is  port  tff  the  neology  nf  ALEnn.  Dulling 
horiog  thnjuglE  ibis  rodk  hr u  a  hi^b  risk  ai'  rdnstog 
Btbestog  parttulpr  inhtfeol  in  the  rack. 

■11AZARDOL1S  MATERIALS  AND  WASTES 
Greenhouse  Lcotsdoi^ 

Uiend  finiHSi  mid  carbon  monoxide  cjfflssioffii  £vm 
cwistnieEion  cquipmssm  have  a  sipalficapt  impact  on  pi^rfitirts 
scljoinuig  itiE  El ncs.  atapngioras  md  ui^ess  roadsu 


the  iquifiu  EdunJ  feeda  icsndemial  wells  iei  ih<?  ponununj^ 

The  demand  th r  W8t«  during  cormrucUotL  uf  die 
Speed  Kitil  (cement  pnctdiKiioh.  ditsii  i-oeiItoI,  icsitmg,  eic.) 
tus  j  hip.h  polwitia]  fer  lowering  the  arpj|f&f  Hint  wpplies 
Acton  aud  AgUil  Dei  Let 

*  How  will  the  iwgulaliona  of  ihe  Clean  Water  Apt  be 
ffilfilEed? 

-  How  wlU  jusidcul.i  be  compensjiiBiS  for  diLmiye  to 
then  wtfl,  lo.tfi  of  production,  contamination,  ate.  7 

*  ^fill  ihe  Ambcwiry  perform  a  bascEtne  «ndy  nf  nil 
well*  iu  i  ho  A  cton  area? 

*  How  will  the  Authority  prevent  disruption  lo  the 
jiydroiogicnt  panes  nv? 

*  Hv*  will  Autheri  iy  chuttd  run-off  so  thar  water 
rcchm  gL-s  the  aquifer? 

*  Elow  will  the  Authority  prevent  fracturing  of  Blue 
Lines'^ 

*  If  new  well  a  must  he  diilJe^  will  the  Authority 

irumpensaie  property’  owpera  Ibf  weds 
ihor  do  not  meet  the  curtem  J/vj  AngcJo 

iCotinly  standards  (or  well  pmductinr^ 

*  In  Hie  evtrii  diiii  j  well  becomea 
j  tftnpEincutiy  dys  Functionnl.  wj[f  (he 
Audlorily  eumpertsarc  the  pfuptirEy 
owner  for  the  fu]]  vuEiic  pf  the  property 
Ibat  mp  no  longer  be  sold  m-  finpuM-d? 

*  Will  Hie  Authority  commit  iu 
wpplylne:  County  w.iter  lo  Acton  If 
private  weds  and/or  ibi*  jtquifcr  me 
damaged? 
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-T.AW1USEANI» 

DEVELOPMENT, 

STATION  ■tANNlNC 
Rp il  Rover  Mice  C* uynii  -Safety 
In  rtgard  lo  one  nT  the  pOMLhlc 
alienism  that  crosses  the  entrance  la- 
Rod  Rover  Mine  Road  (SR  14  HYBRID}, 
a  sipnifiii.int  ufct^r  ccrnc-tm  exists.  kt.1 
Rover  Mine  Road  vends  its  wav  tbirQLtjglk 
a  OmyoEi  IlnLl  dead-end!!  Iwu  miJdi  north 
of  Ihc  cutrwc*.  Thera  jft  no  alternative 
evacuation  route  should  a  train  derail  or  > 
in  Lime  of  lire.  v LiinIuL’t  colEupsc  uEnpe 
fiHnra,  m  ilirt  |IKk  Traffic (Bffpnrt  cm  ft*™! 

Ro vw  Mloe  Raa 6  would  be  challenged 

fligruffcMjftly  end  for  an  extended  period 
of  time  during  the  consTrucTion  phase. 
C'anwfuction  of  a  viaduct  an d  boring  uf 
n  funnel  in  this  area  will  Lmpmrr  Iho  grade 
and  draiiiAjLEC  of  adjoiniiift  properties 
Nicre  arc  at  least  7Q  homes  in  Red  Rover 
Canyon 

Cunrouciioxi  of  4i  huge  corridor  runtmmng  the  irThoo 
lAJclij,,-;,  ui  (he  magnitude  required  by  ji  High-Speed 
ram  in  m  tlih-ci  oRpoiiti™.  to  ihc  Lot  .Angela  Cmimy 
rej  Han  for  flu-  lummuniiv  that  hai  been  designated  ts 
rar^l  Wimminiiy  Tin:  High-Spaed  Tndn  in  in  *Wi 
1  the  brrnunious  and  peaceful  nature  ■  if  Actun  "s  rumT 
IcsUylc. 


■.N'OJhE  ANT)  VIBRATION 
Nob* 

Norn-  genenud  by  I  i  [jlb-Spced  Rm\  Cft&Ecff  a 
signlfitmu  negative  iippuut  on  tnmorai  and  anuflak-  The 
Phoney  aver^es  ihe  d*ribrh  ftnnatad  by  the  HLgK- 
SpL-ed  Hml  during  an  Jimir-lnng  perii*j  ns  85  dccibeli. 
Die  tunnel  portal  effect  areata  a  im ic  boom  impact  as 


riw  train  [caves  the  tunnel.  Studies  show  thnt  ilecpers 
exposed  to  noise  Jc^ds  above  dceibchi  can  suffer  mill! 
hcoJih  effects  tike  slatp  d&ftubacwQ  umj  uisanmiE,  Above 
55  decibels  (aimjJaf  to  the  din  of  a  inn  unit  Kunven  niion)1, 
Jung-tcEiJi  average  exposure  caa  trigger  tailed  bluod 
presanic  and  heart  astnek.*; 

Thr  inip^i  of  noise  on  animalR  and  wildlife  is  njso 
.fliRnifitiirr  Activities  nuch  m  finding  a  desirable  huhiui 
and  locating  a  in;ue,  avoiding  predatere,  protecting! 
young  cmd  establishing  leiri  toxics.  ;i- r  nil  dependent  on 
ihe  iwust&itJ  cuvcrenmcm.  A  growing  nujnhar  nf  studio 
iodrearfl  huu  wildlife,  like  human*,  is  Htncs^td  by  a  noisy 
enviioiimeni.  Female  frogs  exposed  (o  traffic  noiic  hive 
more  ditfreulty  locating  the  mate**  hiiH  avoid 

hunting  in  .iroui  with  road  CH3J34-.  Sound  Iplpnct;.  L'-nh 
have  impnitant  imptianiiumi  furlhc  hcftEdi  and  vEcaluv  aC 

■(  H-  i  T 


_ 

Jiuminp-iisduccd  nokc  poll’uiion  in  one  of  thtL  many 
factors  trotri hntmg  to  the  depletion  ot  wi  Idliic  populations. 
Noise  ini;uLctK  TOttnimih  inulurk  Itragflming  r^kdtiog 


X 


fram  noise  icvela  85  dcctlHils  or  gfeatef ■  inerted  h can 
rate  and  respEratLCHi  and  general  strejib.  icactipp;  incivsised 
.vmwcpEihilily  ^o  disease;  Encreased  i.iittepliMIlty  Ip 
predatofliL  abaftdonmearEtfEcrrLtnr>"  and  low  reproduction 
The  Authority  EiR  review  process  does  new  study  die 


impact  of  noise  on  wildlife  pr  uittmaJs.  Residents  need 
Eo  demand  Cvl  Ibr  Aulhurily  include  in  iht  HER  sEPfiLCR, 
Ehe  unpeot  nfnm^e  espMure  no  animals .  Then;  in*  plmsy 
of  xe^eaxch  Siodici  hy  outside  agencies  uvuilublt  dial 
t>c  used  by  die  Authority  oulllning  the  pegirtive  impan  of 
acini'  on  dotnestie  juumak  and  wiltKEic.  In  addiuon,  the 
noise  study  ihat  the  Authority  uihi  will  averiige  die  miso 
irn-pacts  ofthfi  Rflif  over  time,  Thi^  svcrjgEnp 

ditule^  the  noise  impsiecn  of  the  High-Speed  Rail  because 
nni&e  impacts  ore  averaged  over  time  in  rclsticFmtpp  to 
the  ambient  noise  levels  when  the  train  ia  uni  opwlng 
in  the  area.  The  actual  decibel  re-^dlna  of  tho  HigMlp«d 
Rail  iLji  ji  pd'^i^s  dimugh  Adofi  may  exceed  ICW  deeibcli 
bill  when  averaged  with  the  ambient  noise  Icvdj  may  be 
reponed  if  an  S  5  decibel  impact,  taoh  ten  denihe]  mlrrv^ 
is  twice  as  loud  as  the  prevtcnia  increm^t  oft  on 

Rcssdniti  sbuuld  demand  Ihai  lha  Aufriority  oJjm 
oouaidet  noise  impacts  ea  they  arc  projected  through 
ihv  local  moumainEniS  temJn,  valleys  and  canyons  The 
Authority  Eui  itudied  nnisc  impeeia  nr>ly  on  flat  gremnJ 
in  urban  and  open  spaces-  Noise-  bounces-  off  of  canyon 
wuiu  and  is  mngnififtd  up  A  CUtym.  Ac[m  rMicbnlS  asrred 
to  rnsist  that  the  Authority  c-onaider  these  noise  impart 
ihrmighout  Acton,  impacts  that  may  be  greater  than  whet 
the  Authority1  is  using  is  E1R  study  intoamahnn- 

Smtiies  ah nw  ihui  noise  is  mom  disturbing  If  It  is  fnitiJ, 
in  NiE5t^  Is  unpredictable^  or  if  It  lniericr«  with 
qid«  acttvJtiUi  The  neiss  impact  ol  the  High-Speed  Rail 
is  also  conhTigem  i^ion  this  uoise  uapusurc. 

Tire  Highspeed  ft  all  \*  Acheduled  lo  L^ner&Lc  between 
5:0fr  si.m,  and  midnlghx  with,  scheduled  round  trips  five 
CO  sis  limes  art  how  during  peak  hour?.  During  Hid  off 
houtar  maintenance  aws  will  be  repairing  and  s;*mriuB 
the  xytxvm, 

■'  Dd  ymi  sle^p  dunog  the  day  Hut  In  v'dijj  work 

scheduie,.? 

*  Do  you  ymt  children? 

*  Do  you  suffer  from  startle  oflictlotts? 

*  Do  you  hive  a  Hamc-based  busmen? 

*  Do  you  breed  haijnsb? 

*  Do  yoUr  diiSdrexi  (Bp  Lturing  The  dny? 

'  Do  you  muffler  From  a  post-iraumaiLC  s rress  diaorder? 

*  Do  you  cujov  the  peace  and  tranquility  of  anting  cm 
your  porch? 

*  Do  you  nsediTilte  durlcLg  ihe  dfly° 

*  Do  you  worship  &i  a  local  church? 

p  Will  nolas  iniorfere  with  your  academic  midy  time? 
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Wgi-sn  Endneod  hearing  tow  is  the  aiwsi  prevticnt 


irreversible  industrial  dise**  J»o*wci  iire» 

resclJoiui.  Ssinivf  *  fleets  the  eutilevwicutur  syttem  and 
can  mcr«ASe  hltwd  pressure  Thru  is  an  increased  risk 
of  Aceldama  assoc  imed  with  noli#.  There  is  a  correlation 
between  low  birth  weight  bablei,  bLnh  defects  mi  hL&b 
jumid  level*  (  World  Health  Organization),  Voting  children 


cuposnci  so  nobe  have  a  higher  huufl  mte  E Jum  children  in 


quieter  jsunoundings. 

Exposure  to  wolf*  stress  places  people  at  increased  riyk 

if  depression,.  (KycholuglCJti  disorder*,  imircuuC  fif&om 
ihanges,  migraines,  mnl  etmjLtouftl  Mra**.  Environmental 
oohe  re-guliiitjiiiifi  usually  specify  a  maximum  outdoor 


iciL-.rr  lit  vet  nf  fill  TD  fi5  decibels! 


VlbuliDB 

Ciffnmd  vibration*  are  an  integral  part  of  the  process 
if  rock  bloating-  Even  though  if  jutteuviEtt  with  distance, 
he  motion  fre-m  a  iprpo  blam  can  he  perceived  from  lar 

n*ey.  Hum  ind  mimals  react  to  the  biiftf  motion  with 
deft  and  fear  reRontf*  reflexes  lint  haws  ihrii  ■orig.m  m  die 
taunt  pan  when  th*  need,  £u  react  to  danger  by  High*  ™s 
i  waffittan  of  survival-  Huron™,  »  a  certain  sul] 
nicjpriT  vibration*  its  *  aiming  h®»1.  *v«i  though  i< 
Biy  be  obvimis  ai  stitifl  45  the  SOUrC*  is  identified  thflJnn 
dEuigfl1  exist*.  Vibration*  from  source  ditf=cutt  W  identify, 
inch  aa  thrac  irum  diffunt  hlasttoe,  are  utitonsckmJy 

-egjficrcd  by  hum  pips  as  very  disturbing  -  cspesmlly  if 
hare  is  no  warning. 

In  construction  work,  in  idth&mn  to  rha  greund 
vibrations  gcnerd-lcd  by  blasting  nearby  activities  such  as 
driving,  piling  traveling  by  truck*  or  trams  abti 
ground  vibration?.  At  wma  ttaunn:  from  die  wune,  the 
wavelength  i&igc  of  vibration  will  tkinlnift  —  whether 
[t  19  general  etf  by  blasting,  other  «intfni«i  on  ichvili*H 
or  by  rortd  nr  rail  traffic  At  very  Long  diilfloew.  ^e 
Rayleigh  wave  in  ru*k  can  have  a  wvdnifcth  longer  than 
I0U  m.  Ihe  conneCEtara  between  vibration  and  damage  to 
buildings  in  more  complEMl*!  A  most  important  factor 
(a  the,  mtle  xtress  udlurn-clTiis  the  building  c  Lcmerrtr.  .and 
how  much  Lhc  original  values  have  h&tn  increased  by 
gromd  iiettEemcnt,  moisture  muttafe,  and  lcmpcraiure 
vnriiLttcinn.  In  extreme  eiiaeS,  very  small  vitallMS  can 
trigger  aagniiiesnt  dumiige.  almost  entirely  duo  to  a  static 
stress  condition  Buildings  nut  founded  nn  solid  nj*k 
are  moffi  or  lea?  ckuruLged  over  Eluic  by  sdilftiipii  in  The 
foimdations.  pyuin  i  ic  rtrcAi  i'ioni  vi  bmlioitii  owi  aeeel  ffmte 
the  developmenT  nf  4iueh  ikmug^  oflen  referred  to 

utititiieratEd  ageing. 

The  pctenttal  for  vilinttiefn  damage  to  structures 
during  constiujtiion  of  the  High-^pced  R-iil  ia  sEemhestiu. 
Vibration  ifispaCB  will  c^rUtELMr  with  opcruUon  ol  the 
Higb-Spaed  Rail, 


Wljnt^ m  thtA  rrfhnriry'ff  plans  ro  certify 
the  ■nojLtnml  inLepjity  of  all  impaCECd 
nreij  prior  to  construeiiLra?  Hnw  will 
damiigc  in  StniCEQfKJ  be  mneiLEnTcd  nver 

timci’?  How  will  owners  be  compenssftd 
for  damage  Id  imiOUies? 

Residents  accd  tw  insisJ  thm  ihe 
health  impacts  lo  rtntmilll  mA  humms 
bom  vjhretinn  exposure  be  studied  and 
mmtftored. 

’FAKKSp  RECWATTON 

AmOPENSPACF. 

Rocrudoo 

AnDfl  is  vd  “ouidoor"  cemmuhiiy.  A 
considerahk  ^mouns  of  recreational  time 
is  sphoit  cm  honebuclc,  hibng.  playing 
sports  or  working  m  ^rdeew. 

The  Paci^c  Crest  Trail,  cquchinaEt 

tpib  and  uiliei  hikJiu?,  corridors  psiss  through  Acton-  There 
cue  identiiiL'd  ^-ildemess  smciusrit:?  ibr  wildfrfc  ^nd  IjuuI 
\itwthg  ih  the  Aeion  communKy.  Ncis*?  dust,  vihnttitin 
impacts,  wid  mal  iiuntatiout  pmaaitlnllv  can  cunjj] 
■iheic  activities  and  otlircwL^c  interfere  with  the  pleasure 
of  enRUfjnp.  in  the^c  activities.  Spooked  hon^cv  rare  u 
si^niJieant  risk  of  uviury  to  Iiottc  and  ric kt 

The  nvefpuwtinng  noire  of  ihe  High-Spe^d  Rail  tmy 
inhibil  a  hiker's  in  it  rirter’s  ability  !ci  perceive  an  eftictml 
threat  while  On  the  trait  {he.,  TanlesruLkes,  mountain  !lehu. 
etc.),  Actoo  and  Agua  Uulev  are  honic  io  die  Eottdtem 
Pacific  raedesneke. 

•PUBLIC  UTILITIES  ANO  ENERGY 

Public  Scrtntti  F-Eter^y^  Wi-sie,  Etc.) 

How  will  disniptjoci  witcr,  encEgy  arid  waste  removal 
service*  he  C'xnper^atedT 

In  Ihe  cv^i’ii  »f  an  cniTirpenciy,  rbt  rn^ra.1;!  ^lu±nFT< 
smkm  and  hospital  are  2rJmilta  north  nfActun  nr\ou1h  ol 
Agus  Ehjlec.  Los  Angeles  County  Fire  SbUiuti*  ire  located 
in  both  communities,  but  emergency  response  tune  will 
be  Lmpucied  severely  by  my  ptopused-ioud  closures.  How 
tides  the  Authbrily  plan  In  address  this  issue? 

Will  there  be  sustainable  pinning  measures?  Will 
uddjtiumd  emergency  revuurCea  und  frre  protHTtiwi 
services  be  pdded  fora  rimjt«i  dfihis  tvida's1  What 
pwwttom  ftnd  inr vices  will  be  made  avuleblc  m  ease  nl 
a  rleruikntni,  eurtitquiikc  of  otlicr  diituUrf? 

■REGIONAL  GROWTH 

Area  growth  for  the  betterment  of  the  eommunity 
would  tirade. 

PijjiLiEnrinn  Growth  and  Hanging 

Cnrucmctkrtt  of  the  Highspeed  Rail  will  nn:  create 
any  tlLrecl  henefil  lo  Acton  or  Agui  Dulce;  the  ncuative 
irnpacl*  nf  the  projevi  uue  d  lyprup Jrtiticojle  So  ajjy  beiwfit. 


CALIFORNIA  f%  ur  T<jirisptirliit<ifi 

High-Speed  Roil  Authority  Sr1 


PAGE  F.6-1017 


California  High-Speed  Rail  Project  EIR/EIS 
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Section 


2014  Scoping  Report 
Appendix  F.6:  Letters  From  Individuals 


Submission  1455  (Michael  Mitchell,  August  12,  2014)  -  Continued 


_  -fk  V??  C&A  ^  -At? 

rind  ih ey  ate  IsnimTiil  to  the  rural  communiTy,  This  urban 
ftruclure  lnnudei  on  Acton  and  Aguu  Dujtt  Community 
Sliinii-mb  t'Ua  lirnd  deVdfrptfWltf. 

Tlse  Hlpli-SpaeiJ  ftiil  will  have  a  significant  sdveme 
impiitj  imi  private  property  ngbls,  jmb-lac  schools  md 
cy  mb  I  lh  hod  busi^uesM-i  Tr  will  fejvr  ll  m- 

housing  values  mill  oh  AaouTj  rind  Agua  DuIm's  rural 
en  vkanmcffl,  There  ii  4  high  potential  for  negative  impact  m 
school  enrollment  Ai  reyidents  flee,  and  vu  buyers 

Jffnmi  fj<hn  i  run jiinir  In  Autnai  and  ApLU  Duke,  the  .ltl'.i 
will  c  twit  hue  tu  iledmc  tn  value  and  rise  The  schools  will 
dose  and  femninuig  re^dcnis  wiU  need  to  bus  w  IreiDiFjrT 
ihcu  duldrtft  iu  schools  LI  I  trtbffl-  lotaficms.  fvvenimJSy,  he 
riKvn  will  rl is!-,  lit Lycchwic  an  rnduKtria]  nrca. 

SAFETY  AMI  BICURIT  V 

Hsisqrrhikik  plfUT  TflvjS  Materjfltl 

Exposure  tn  regular  pCxlkidt  LUC  associated  Wit h 
fluociEoimncL'  of  the  track  righOn?f-wi*y  m  scunCerp  Whdl 
is  llic  riak  ufpcyEicidr  drift  L^r  rHlHutimn  oil  |H5$li£iild  ufit 
which  would  Impact  agricultural 11  TIls  High-Speed  Rail 
Authority  should  study  Um  impact 

Will  ditt  ecaHanuoams  be  stottd  ut  Limpim-d  of  in 
Ad  uu? 

How  will  die  1-lLpJs- Speed  Rail  Auih^riiy  ensure  dial 
the  t'Lcun  Water  Act  in  impInmnHcd  leliJ  folloived?  Hefw 

will  it  ensure  public  safety  whop  dnUh^  ctf  boring  itno 
methane  ^as-  depojity? 

How  will  Hi*  A uihariry  paotfici  nr  notify  the  public 
regarding  pu^ih-le  exposures  through  ycn(,  rnr  or  whIcf 
sources'.' 

How  will  the  Aulhurity  prated  the  papulation  Jrtisti 
rapofflins  to  Valley  Fever  when  causing  major  earth 
dlnurbaoces? 

-SOCIOECONOMICS  A  COMMUNITIES 

Tlit  Hh.h-Spttd  Emil  will  have  a  slgnificjuil  adverse 
rmpaci  on  private  property  rights,  public  schools  nnd 
established  businesM^.  Jl  will  hive  «l  negative  imjWiut  isn 
huiiSELL^  vnltim  au.ii  tm  i  he  rural  tire!  ronmettr,.  There  is  a 
high  potential  Tor  negative  impact  on  aetiEwl  cnrollrncm- 
As  resident!  leave,  and  prospective  buyet-j  refrain  £ro m 
ITL’SuL’iilEn^  lo  Aciun-  Aymi  Dulce.  Ih*  man  will  conlimie  ia 
dedira  tnvAhie  mid  Jze.  .Selinolfi  will  done  andremaimn^ 
resiileniii  will  need  to  bw^  of  rrunf'pun  their  children  iq 
schools  in  otbttr  IpnAtiof^.  I'.vejtruaLly,  she  ww n  will  die, 
nr  hcconie  rt\  induEiri^l  nn: i.  Local  biuuueijtcfl  will  have 
a.  decliniuji  population  to  serve,  4  eEreumutince  dun  will 
dnve  them  juL  uJ  bu^tiK'^. 

-TRANSPORTATION  ano  TRAFFIC 

I'lurinfl  i  l  ie  cnnstructicin  pha^c  and  during  the  operation 
E^ftht  High-speed  Hjs3»  mqtwlsts  dfiving  alcmg  erELsting 


icrects  and  highway  a  are  likely  le>  be  inurdioutely 
distract rd.  Tins  diitnietiMl  is  likely  IP  Shcntai-e  the  rijiL 
of  ij'.'iffir;  oplUfllnrK  imi'-or  delays  for  emergen-^  vehicle 
ruptmee.  Temporafy  trad  pamimem  ™d  du$wt9  during 
ccustrucPcn  and  pperahtn]  of  Ihe  High-Speed  Rail  tnorA 
J  LKoJ.v  will  tans*  di^ruptkin  tn  CEHmnunity 

icddenti  tn  stJiMl  sites  may  be  limited  for 

[he  SR  1 4  Hybrid  and  SR14  Easl  iiligumcnls  during 
cqnsLrucdoa  ur  EinaL  opeiflitEtfU  of  tha  Hi^h -Speed  Rail. 
Increased  Iraffio  will  he  earned  by  iruekfi,  Btjuipineotj 
construction  staff,  tnip^etcrs,  and  the  like  due  tadonimds 
ol  the  project. 

Sierra  Higliwiiy,  SolcdjJ  Canyon  Road  and  Angeles 
Torrest  Highway  ate  commuter  roadways  to  Ie^Leuep 
north  and  SEjydi  of  Acton  and  Aguu  Duke.  Tliere  is  hi^Ji 
potential  for  trensponiilion  and  traffic  Impacts  along  ihnse 
londways.  There  ix  a  question  of  whether  Ideal  roadways 
will  tc  able  id  handle  ±c  tnercaied  level  E>f  jcfvew.  load 
And  capacity  during  construction.  Who  is  responsible  fot 
rupiiEring  imy  %o  the  roadways? 

Thefe  are  m  tiaffin  .sipnik  in  Acinn  cir  Agua  Dulte, 
save  one  oi  ihe  VmccnE  Train  Station  tn  keeping  With 
community  EtirndJidE  and  the  dcnitc  lo  maintain  a 
nuul  lilestyJc.  How  will  traffic  delays  be  handled  and 
[uiliiiulotr? 

-OTHER  IMPACTS 

Tht  Authority  has  not  reached  «il  To  disahled 
cdcnTminiTj'  members  or  shut-  ms  tbr  their  cmtrnietics  and 
concerns  regunJjij£  llus  project.  Some  disabled  Acton 
reaident:i  are  uurthle  id  oomptcu  sad  mail  Ibcir  tmmnseiii 
card,  an  unablft  to  rype,  on^cr  do  nul  h^vc  email  ace**#. 
This  population  haa  been  under-served  by  ike  Authority 
even  ikui#  (Jiey  will  be  suffering  the  negative  unpacta 
of  ikia  rail  projeci. 

-OTHER  CONSIHERrATIONfl 

The  manner  in  which  ihia  project  his  hten  sepnmted 
b)r  the  Authority  n  significarit  disadvAPiigc  to  the 
Acton  Mtnmanity  Acinp  hid  been  informed  thii  Eh* 
Aulhority  ii  not  required  to  choose  one  of  the  nlleruaEsvc 
ali^ftmctus  (eomplddy  uudcr^rLHiiid  nr  avoiding  rite 
enure  ctmsm-umEy  of  Atftifi)  iflhi  enat  impact  of  doing  io 
is  unfavorable  Ed  tbo  project  U  It  whole.  Because  the  coat 
o  F  avoiding  Acton  es  high .  und  Ehc  B  urbank  lo  Palmdiile 
legmen!  of  the  alifcpxmeLii  hasbtcni  separaEcd  from  the  other 
of  Flipfirt  1  of  eIh  High-Speed  Raj]  project,  the 
Auihority  cwe  analysis  of  avcidmg  Aettm  can  include 
a  morn  fivorabie  route  ilignment.  Aclun  should  object 
to  ihe  manric!  tn  which  ihe  Higli'Sf.-ccd  Rail  aligameEtta 
hive  been  segmented 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed  Rail  Aulhorily 

7QG  Narth  Alameda  Street,  Ream  3-532 

Los  Anqafes,  CA30Q12 


a#^.N  i  t  +*■  LTr*-+  ^  i— 3 

2  ?  m.a.1  in  Ml  FM  i  It. 
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raim*  ■ 


Mark  A.  Me  Lough  fin 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
Attention:  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Sectiun  Project  Level  EIR/EIS 
California  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
700  North  Alameda  Street,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  90012 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Roil  Authority 


Palmdatm  to  Burbank  Section 

Scoping  Comment  Curd 
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PLEASE  LIST  THE  iNVlFlONMIhtAL  I Ef  USE  IMA T  VO U  X P E  C  ViH  C  DAM  E  0  WITH  A4D  WOULD  LIKE  T4  TEE  A DURE Li  ED  I H  TH.fi  f  AtMDAL E  TO 
BURBANK  RftOJCCT  LEVEL  EH  VI H  04  MEHTA  L  DOCUMENT.  PLEA  IE  I  E  AS  SRECLFiK  A£  POSSIBLE. 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #553  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 
Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/28/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Oliver 

Moratin 


NA 

oliviermoratin@gmail.com 


No 

Hi, 


I  am  emailing  you  to  share  my  opposition  to  the  high  speed  train  passing 
through  neighborhood  and  the  National  Forest  when  tunnels  could  be  built. 

I  am  an  opponent  to  the  project  because  I  do  not  believe  it'll  deliver  the 
quality  of  service  of  a  train  like  the  French  TGV  I  grew  up  with. 

I  also  think,  knowing  the  details  of  the  project  and  the  competition  of  the 
airline  industry,  that  it'll  fail  financially  and  tax  payers  will  have  to 
support  the  cost  when  there  are  enough  infrastructure  issues  in  the  area 
(e.g  water.) 

But  if  we  must  carry  on  this  project,  please  spare  the  millions  of  people 
in  the  LA  area.  Build  a  tunnel! 


I  am  someone  who  goes  vote  and  this  will  be  an  important  decision  criteria 
for  future  elections. 


Best, 

Olive 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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CALIFORNIA  High-Speed  Rail  Authority 
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CUT; 


ntiULCJ 


MHIlMlOHt 

Mmv  m,‘Gfc-  *  q\mi- 

EL  VCjN  UHf  111  Hi 


M£rrlHcl  lOtAUah 


ADBtlLifi. 
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Mark  A.  MdoughUn 
Director  of  Environmental  Services 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #387  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

9/2/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/31/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Project  Email 

First  Name  : 

Susanna 

Last  Name  : 

Morelli 

Professional  Title  : 
Business/Organization  : 
Address  : 

12220  Kagel  Canyon  Road. 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Kagel  Canyon 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

91342 

Telephone  : 

818-384-7724 

Email  : 

susiemorelli7@gmail.com 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 
Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Hello, 

My  husband  and  I  live  in  Kagel  Canyon  which  is  within  the  "Alternate" 
corridor  planned  for  the  high  speed  rail  project  and  we  have  the  following 
concerns  regarding  the  project  that  we  would  like  addressed  &  included  in 
the  Public  Comments  regarding  the  project. 

-  Kagel  Canyon  is  a  rural  area.  We  moved  here  because  it  is  quiet  and  we 
are  concerned  that  the  project  construction  will  result  in  significant 
impacts  to  our  community  and  to  the  forest. 

-  We  moved  to  Kagel  Canyon  partially  because  of  health  concerns.  There  is 
a  history  of  asthma  in  our  family  and  we  are  concerned  that  the 
construction  within  the  canyon  could  affect  the  air  quality  (i.e.  pollution 
from  construction  vehicles,  moving  dirt,  blasting  for  tunnels,  etc.).  Can 

you  please  tell  us  what  the  impacts  of  the  rail  line  and  it's  construction 
will  be  to  the  community,  especially  those  with  asthma  or  other  respiratory 
problems? 

-  La  Tuna  Canyon  (the  canyon  immediately  next  to  us)  is  in  the  Angeles 
National  Forest  which  would  be  impacted  by  the  construction  and  noise. 
Also,  we  believe  the  wildlife  could  be  impacted  by  the  rail  line  noise  and 
the  construction  of  the  rail  line.  Do  you  know  what  the  impacts  to  the 
wildlife  will  be?  Also,  Kagel  Canyon  is  in  the  "Alternate"  corridor  and 
there  is  also  much  wildlife  and  horses  that  live  within  the  community  which 
could  be  impacted.  How  will  the  ground  disturbing  activities  of  the 
project  and  rail  line  affect  the  following  species? 

arroyo  chub,  Santa  Ana  speckled  dace,  Santa  Ana  sucker,  unarmored 
threespine  stickleback  and  other  native  fishes,  arroyo  toad,  California 
red-legged  frog,  mountain  yellow-legged  frog,  southern  Pacific  pond  turtle, 
coast  range  newt,  American  dipper,  least  Bell's  vireo,  southwestern  willow 
flycatcher,  Dodecahema  leptoceras,  Lilium  humboldtii  ssp.  ocellatum,  Lilium 
parryi,  and  Nasturtium  gambellii 

-  There  is  a  cemetery  that  is  also  within  the  "Alternate"  corridor  which 
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could  be  affected;  especially  by  rail  line  noise  or  construction  noise  that 
would  affect  people  visiting  deceased  loved  ones  at  the  cemetery. 

-  Essentially,  our  main  concern  is  the  impact  of  construction  in  the 
Angeles  National  Forest  (to  both  the  wildlife  and  people)  and  the  noise 
pollution  that  will  occur.  Can  you  tell  us  what  the  noise  impact  would  be 
within  Kagel  Canyon  and  La  Tuna  Canyon. 

Thank  you  in  advance  for  taking  the  time  to  look  into  our  concerns  and 
consider  how  this  project  will  impact  our  community.  Overall,  we  believe 
the  rail  line  passing  through  the  "Alternate  Corridor"  which  includes  La 
Tuna  Canyon,  Kagel  Canyon,  and  the  Angeles  National  Forest  could  have  an 
adverse  impact  on  our  way  of  life  in  the  canyon  and  on  the  many  species 
which  have  their  home  in  this  forest  and  community. 

Can  you  please  tell  us  how  the  above  concerns  are  being  addressed? 

Thank  you, 

Susie  and  Joe  Morelli 
12220  Kagel  Canyon  Road. 

Kagel  Canyon,  Ca  91342 
(818)  384-7724 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #378  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  My  objection  of  the  High  Speed  Train  going  through  Acton  is  the  following: 

The  disturbance  of  the  Rural  Life  Style  and  the  Small  Town  Community  that 
the  residents  of  Acton  have  worked  hard  to  maintain.  Many  of  us  have 
invested  and  built  our  homes  and  plan  on  staying  here  during  retirement. 

Myself  and  my  friends  have  horses  and  enjoy  the  many  riding  trails  here  in 
Acton  that  we  cannot  find  anywhere  else  in  the  LA  area. 

Concerns  are  Noise,  Water  and  Air  pollution.  The  effects  on  ones  health  and 
mental  well  being  can  be  extreme  and  a  major  problem. 

Natural  beauty  of  the  area. 

The  quality  of  life  and  the  economic  growth  of  the  community. 

The  decline  of  property  values  would  disrupt  and  devastate  the  lives  of  many 
of  the  residents  of  Acton. 


Pending 

9/2/2014 

No 

8/31/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Linda 

Morley 


00000 

Imorleyl  0@roadrunner.com 


Respectfully  submitted. 
Linda  Morley 


EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project : 

Form  Letter  : 
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Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #214  DETAIL 


Status  : 

Pending 

Record  Date  : 

8/23/2014 

Response  Requested  : 

No 

Submission  Date  : 

8/21/2014 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Individual 

Interest  As  : 

Individual 

Submission  Method  : 

Email 

First  Name  : 

Christian  L. 

Last  Name  : 

Mosman 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

34340  Red  Rover  Mine  Road 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

Acton 

State  : 

CA 

Zip  Code  : 

93510 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

chris.mosman@lacity.org 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  : 

Good  Morning, 

My  wife  and  I  are  residents  of  Acton,  with  our  home  directly  in  line  with 
one  of  the  preferred  routes  (our  address  is  34340  Red  Rover  Mine  Road 
which 

is  on  the  West  or  Hybrid  Route) 

I  wanted  to  add  my  comments  for  this  project  section  as  it  appeared  at  the 
scoping  meetings  held  in  the  area  that  all  residents  are  firmly  against 
this  project.  This  is  of  course  not  true,  but  a  vocal  minority  showed  up  at 
each  meeting,  basically  shouting  down  the  speakers  from  HSR.  My  wife  and  I 
know  that  for  large  projects  such  as  this,  some  have  to  make  sacrifices  for 
greater  good,  and  we  believe  this  is  one  of  those  instances.  While  we  would 
lose  our  home  if  the  project  goes  through  this  route,  California  would  be 
receiving  a  greatly  needed  high  speed  train  service.  The  idea  of  being  able 
to  hop  a  morning  train  in  LA  to  have  lunch  San  Francisco,  and  still  be  home 
by  dinner  is  amazing.  We  have  been  on  the  HS  train  lines  in  Europe,  and  the 
experience  was  great.  We  can't  wait  to  have  the  same  experience  here  in  our 
home  state  (and  hopefully  throughout  the  country). 

We  wish  you  and  the  CAHSR  project  well  and  hope  it  can  be  completed  as 
soon 

as  possible. 


Christian  L.  Mosman 

34340  Red  Rover  Mine  Road,  Acton  CA  93510 
EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  In  Support  of  CAHSR  Project,  In  Support  of  SR  14 
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August  27,  2014 


Mark  A.  McLoughlin 

Director  of  Environmental  Services 

California  High  Speed  Rail  Project 
Southern  California  Regional  Office 
700  N.  Alameda,  Room  3-532 
Los  Angeles,  CA  92212 


This  letter  is  regarding  the  proposed  HIGH  SPEED  RAIL  (bullet  train  route)  through  the  Acton,  Aqua  Dulce,  and 
Santa  Clarita  Valley  along  route  14  south. 


M  y  family  started  coming  to  the  Sand  Canyon  area  in  1936.  M  y  father  fell  in  love  with  the  area  and  built  his 
home  here. 

M  y  husband  and  I  now  live  in  the  home  he  and  my  mother  built. 

We  definitely  oppose  the  above  ground  alignment. 

It  will  impact  the  schools  and  the  children  negatively.  The  impact  cannot  be  reversed  once  it  has  begun. 

We  support  M  ike  Antonovichs'  recommendation  to  tunnel  across  the  Angeles  Forest  east  of  the  proposed 
southern  route. 


Roger  and  Gayle  Myers 
27538  N.  Oak  Spring  Cyn  Rd. 
Canyon  Country,  CA  91387 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #469  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  To  Mark  A.  McLoughlin: 

We  strongly  object  to  the  construction  of  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of 
the  High  Speed  Rail.  In  fact,  we  strongly  object  to  the  entire  debacle  on  so 
many  levels. 

First  of  all,  the  benefit  to  cost  ratio  to  our  community  is  completely  upside 
down.  We  receive  absolutely  no  beneficial  value  at  all.  There  will  be  such  a 
devastating  impact  on  our  community  in  many  ways.  Our  community  relies 
on  private  wells  and  septic  systems  and  this  construction  project  will  destroy 
our  underground  aquifer  system  and  therefore  will  negatively  effect  each  and 
every  resident.  This  will  in  turn  create  financial  ruin  by  drastically  lowering 
property  values. 

The  vibration  pollution  will  not  only  disturb  livestock  and  pets,  but  also  the 
natural  wildlife  habitats  of  the  area. 


Pending 

9/3/2014 

No 

8/29/2014 

Individual 

Individual 

Project  Email 

Sukwan 

Myers 


CA 

00000 

parkermountainfx@gmail.com 


Noise  pollution,  electromagnetic  interference  and  radiation  also  result  in 
negative  impacts  to  our  environment. 

Also  there  is  the  possibility  of  instability  due  to  the  earthquake  faults  in  the 
area  . 

California  is  in  a  very  dangerous  drought  right  now.  Where  does  the  High 
Speed  Rail  Commission  plan  to  get  water  for  the  actual  construction  portion 
of  this  project? 

As  long  time  residents  of  Acton,  we  wish  to  again  voice  our  strong  objection 
to  this  project. 

Sukwan  Myers 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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[Palmdale  -  Burbank  -  RECORD  #470  DETAIL 

Status  : 

Record  Date  : 

Response  Requested  : 

Submission  Date  : 

Affiliation  Type  : 

Interest  As  : 

Submission  Method  : 

First  Name  : 

Last  Name  : 

Professional  Title  : 

Business/Organization  : 

Address  : 

Apt./Suite  No.  : 

City  : 

State  : 

Zip  Code  : 

Telephone  : 

Email  : 

Cell  Phone  : 

Email  Subscription  : 

Add  to  Mailing  List : 

Stakeholder  Comments/Issues  :  To  Mark  A.  McLoughlin: 

We  strongly  object  to  the  construction  of  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  section  of 
the  High  Speed  Rail.  In  fact,  we  strongly  object  to  the  entire  debacle  on  so 
many  levels. 

First  of  all,  the  benefit  to  cost  ratio  to  our  community  is  completely  upside 
down.  We  receive  absolutely  no  beneficial  value  at  all.  There  will  be  such  a 
devastating  impact  on  our  community  in  many  ways.  Our  community  relies 
on  private  wells  and  septic  systems  and  this  construction  project  will  destroy 
our  underground  aquifer  system  and  therefore  will  negatively  effect  each  and 
every  resident.  This  will  in  turn  create  financial  ruin  by  drastically  lowering 
property  values. 

The  vibration  pollution  will  not  only  disturb  livestock  and  pets,  but  also  the 
natural  wildlife  habitats  of  the  area. 

Noise  pollution,  electromagnetic  interference  and  radiation  also  result  in 
negative  impacts  to  our  environment. 

Also  there  is  the  possibility  of  instability  due  to  the  earthquake  faults  in  the 
area  . 
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California  is  in  a  very  dangerous  drought  right  now.  Where  does  the  High 
Speed  Rail  Commission  plan  to  get  water  for  the  actual  construction  portion 
of  this  project? 

As  long  time  residents  of  Acton,  we  wish  to  again  voice  our  strong  objection 
to  this  project. 

Sukwan  Myers 

EIR/EIS  Comment :  Yes 

Need  PI  response  :  Yes-  Standard  Response 

General  Viewpoint  on  Project :  Oppose  CAHSR  Project 
Form  Letter  : 
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